COuUNCTIL COMMUNICATION

T0: THE CITY COUNCIL COUNCIL MEETING DATE: JANUARY 18, 1989

FROM: THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE

SUBJECT: REQUESTS OF MARC STEGAL FOR AN AMENDMENT TO THE LAND USE ELEMENT OF THE
GENERAL PLAN, A REZONING AND ENVIRO\MENTAL CERTIFICATION

INDICATED ACTION: . That the City Council conduct public hearings on the
following requests of Marc Siegal, c/o First Fidelity Realty Group:
1. to amend the Land Use Element of the Lodi General Pian by
redesignating th rcel .at_2500 West Turner Road (APN
0%%—83%—%9, %é& p8|o%a|? from 0ffice- Instwtutmne(ﬂ to
Commercial.
e ) decoe o rezone the parcel at 2500 West Turner:Road “(APN

029-030-39. R.C.A. Global) from R-C-P, Residential-Commercial-
Professional to C-S, Commercial Shopplng Center.

3. to certify the filing of a Negative Declaration by the
Community Development Director as adequate envircnmental
documentation on the above projects.

The public hearings may be conducted concurrently, but the items must be acted on - -.. -,
separately.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  The purpose of this request is to provide the zoning so
that the .develo_per can build a 9. 6wacre shopping center with 116,960 square.fee

F : FRtsthes - p : g= p entsn
mdmated thaf the center wou1d be anchored w1th a 42,000 square foot,
full-service Safeway and a 19,000 square foot Thrifty Drug Store. A full service
supermarket is similar to Fry's, Raley's or the newest Lucky's in the types of
departments within the market.

At the Planning Commission hearing the developer offered to assist in paying for a
traffic signal at the major street intersection. Presumably this same offer will
be made at the Council hearing.

If the City Council approves the requests, the Public Works Department should be
authorized to negotiate with the developer on the amount of sewer capacity that
will be available to the center pending the completion of the White Slough
expansion.

If the request is denied, the existing Safeway Store on East Lodi Avenue will
still close because it cannot compete with the larger, mcrz modern markets built
around the City in the last few years. Although a sad situation for the eastside,
an econoniic fact of life for the grocery chain.

J MLS B. SCQRO ER

fmurity Cevelopment Director

CC89/1/TXTD.01C January 11, 1989
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NOTICE;OF:PUBLIC:HEARING TO CONSDER
THE PLANNING*COMMI’CSTOWS RECOMMENDED APPROVAL -+
- OF THE REQUEST OF MARC SIEGEL, 'C/0 FIRST FIDELITY REALTY GROUP
TO AMEND THE LAND USE ELEMENT OF THE 1ODI GENERAL PLAN BY
REDESIGNATING THE PARCEL AT 2500 WEST TURNER ROAD
(APN 029-030-39, R.C.A. GLOBAL)
FROM OFFICE- INSTITUTIONAL TO COMVEROAL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on-Wednesday, Januvary 18, 1989, at the hour of 7:30
p.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, the Lodi City Council
will conduct a public hearing to consider the Planning Commission's recommended
approva? of the request of Marc Siegel, c¢/o First Fidelity Realty Group to
amend the land use element of the Lodi General Plan by redesignating the parcel
at 2500 West Turner Road (APN 029-030-39, R.C.A. Global) from R-C-P,
Residential -Commercial-Professional to C-S, Commercial Shopping.

Development Director at 221 West Pine Street, Lodi, California. All interested
persons are invited to present their views and comments on this matter.

Written statements may be filed with the City Clerk at any time prior to the
hearing scheduled herein and oral statements may be made at said hearing.

If you challenge the subject matter in court you may be limited to raising only
those issues you or scmeone else raised at the public hearing described in this
notice or in written correspondence delivered to-the-City-Clerk, 221 west Fine
Street, Lodi, at or prior to, the public hearing.

By Order Gf The Lodi City Council:

Alice M. Reimche
City Clerk

Dated: January 4, 1989
Approved as to form:

Bobby W. McNatt
City Attorney

PH/5
TXTA.02D

“«Information regarding this item may be obtained in the 6ffice of the Commuinity™ =




ORDINANCE NO. 1445

AN ORDINANCE OF THE LODI CiTY COUNCIL
AMENDING THE LAND USE ELEMENT OF THE LODI GEWRERAL PLAN
6Y REDESIGNATING THE PARCEL LCCATED AT 2500 WEST TURNER ROAD
(APN 029-030-39, R.C.A. GLOBAL) FROM OFFICE-INSTITUTIONAL TO COMVEROAL

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AS FOLLOWS

SECTION 1. The Land Use Element of the Lodi General Plan is hereby

amended by redesignating the parcel located at 2500 West Turner Road

" (APN 029-030-39, R.C.A. Global) from OFf nal to Commercial.

SECTION 2. All ordinances and parts of crdinances in conflict

herewith are repealed insofar as such conflict may exist.

published in the City of Lodi and shall be in force and take effect

thirty days from and after its passage and approval.

Approved this day of

JAVES W. PINKERTON, JR.
Mayor
Attest:

ALICE M. REIMCHE
City Clerk



... State of California e o
County of San Joaquin, SS.

I, Alice M. Reimche, City Clerk of the City of Lodi, do hereby certify
that Ordinance No. was introduced at a regular meeting of the
City Council of the City of Lodi held

and was thereafter passed, adopted and ordered te print at a regular

meeting of said Council held by the foligwing vote:
et Ayeg Council Members -
NoOes : Council Members -
Absent: Council Members -
_Abstain:  Council Memb

| further certify that Ordinance No. was approved and signed by
the Mayor on the date of its passage and the same has been published
pursuant to law.

%w..,.; ........... st - e tomn e e - o s S e At_l C E M REI:‘CHE - L gty e AR ket
" City Clerk

BOBBY W. McNATT
City Attorney

ORD1445/TXTA.OLV
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CoOUNCIL COMMUNICATION

10: THE CITY COUNCL (COUNCIL MEETING DATE: JANUARY 18, 1989

FROM: THE CITY MANAGER'SOFHEE

SUBJECT:  REQUESTS OF MARC STEGAL #0R AN AMENDMENT TO THE LAND USE ELEMENT OF HE
GENERAL PLAN, A REZONING AND ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION

INDICATED  ACTION: That the City Council conduct public hearings on the
following requests of Marc Siegal, c/o First Fidelity Realty Group:

1. to amend the Land Use Element of the Lodi General Plan by
redesignating the parcel at 2500 blest Turner Road (APN
029-030-39, R.C.A. Global} from Office-Institutional to
wmmermal : o e e

2. to rezone the parcel at 2500 West Turner Road {APN
029-030-39, R.C.A. Global) from R-C-P, Residential-Commercial-
Professicnal to C-S, Commercial Shopping Center.

3. to certify the filing of a Negative Declaration by the

Community Development Director as adegquate environmental

documentation on the above projects.
The public hearings may be ccnducted concurrently, but the items must be acted on
separately.

#:BACKGROUND -1 NFORMATL ONssvmsth Irp 1 #toTpri

“"that the“developer+can build a"'9 '6 acre shopping center w1th 116 960 square feat
of building area. At the Planning Cornmission public hearing the proponents
indicated that the center would be archored with a 42,0600 square foot,
full-service Sefeway and a 19,000 square foot Thrifty Drug Store. A full service
supermarket is similar to Fry's, Raley's or the newest tucky's in the types of
departments within the market.

At the Planning Commission hearing ihe developer offered to assist in paying for a
traffic signal at the major street intersection. Presumably this same offer will
be made at the Council heering.

If the City Council approves the requests, the Public Works Denartment should be
authorized to negotiate with the developer on the amount of sewer capacity thst
will be available to the center pending the completion of the White Slough
expansion.

If the request is denied, the existing Safeway Store on East Lodi Avenue will
still close because it cannot compete with the larger, more modern markets built

around the City in the last few years. Although a sad situation for the eastside,
an econonic fact of life for the grocery chain.

JgM 5. scﬁRDED

Codmuni ty Development Director

£89/1/TXTD.,01C January 11, 1889
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER
THE PLANNING COMMISSION'S RECONMENDED APPROVAL
CF THE REQUEST OF MARC SIEGEL, C/O FIRST FIDELITY REALTY GROUP
TO REZONE THE PARCEL AT 2500 WEST TURNER ROAD
(APN 029-030-39, R.C.A. GLOBAL)
FROM R-C-P , RESIDENTIAL-COMMERC IAL-PROFESS IONAL
TO C-S, COMVEROAL SHOPPING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Wednesday, January 18, 1989, at tne hour of 7:30
p.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, the Lodi City Council
will conduct a public hearing to consider the Planning Commission's recommended
approval of the request of Marc Siegel, c/o First Fidelity Realty Group to
rezone the parcel at 2500 West Turner Road (APN 029-030-39, R.C.A. Global) from
R-C-P, Residentiai-Commercial-Professional to C-S, Ccmmercial Shopping.

Information regarding this item may be obtained in the office of the Community
Development Director at 221 West Pine Street, Lodi, California. A1l interested
persons are invited to present their views and comments on this matter.

Written statements may be filed with the City Clerk at any time prior to the
hearing scheduled herein and oral statements may be made at said hearing.

If you challenge the subject matter in court you may be limited to raising only
those issues you or someone.else raised at the public hearing described in this
notice or in written correspondence delivered to the City Clerk, 221 west Pine
Street, Lodi, at or prior to, the public hearing.

By Order Of The Lodi City.Council

Alice M. Reimche
City Clerk

Dated: January 4, 1989
Approved as to form:
) 0&/{@1/%@!7/(’7

Bobby W. McNatt
City Attorney

PH/4
TXTA.02D



ORDINANCE NC. 1446

AN CRDINANCE OF THE LGDI CITY COUNCIL
AMENDING THE OFFICIAL DISTRICT MAP OF THE CITY OF LODI
AND THEREBY REZONING THE PARCEL LOCATED AT 2500 WEST TURNER ROAD (APN
029-0630-39, R.C.A. GLOBAL) FROM R-C-P,
RESIDENTIAL-COMMERCIAL-PROFESSIONAL TO C-S, CONMERCIAL SHOPPING

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. The Official District Map of the City of Lodi adopted by
Title 17 of the Lodi Municipal Code is nereby amended by rezoning the

parcel located at at 2500 West Turner Road (APN 029-C30-39, R.C.A.

Gl ob'évlw)h froa R- C-P, Residential-Commercial —Professwona? to "E-S s

Commercial Shopping.

The alterations, changes, and amendments of said Official District Map
of the City of Lodi herein set forth have been approved by the City
Planning Commission and by the City Council of this City after pubjic

‘hearingsaheldainaconformancewith# provisions+of«Titlenl

Municipal Code and the laws oi the State of California applicable

thereto.

SECTION 2. A1l ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict

herewith are repealed insofar as such conflict may exist.

SECTION 3. This ordinance shail be published cne time in the "Lodi
News Sentinel™, a daily newspaper of general circulatior printed and
published in the City of Lodi and shall be in force and take effect

thirty days from and after its passage and approval.



S TR S s

-Approved this “day of

JAMES 4. PINKERTON, JR.

Mayor
Attest:
ALICE M. REIMCHE
City Clerk
~State of California |
County of San Joaquin, SS.
I, AhceVRwelmche., City Clerk of the City of Lodi, do hereby certxfy - o
that Ordinance No. was introduced at a regular meeting of the
City Council of the City of Lodi heid
and was thereafter passed, adopted and ordered to print at a regular
meeting of .said.Council held by the Following -vote: «r e oo ot

Ayes : Council Members -

Noes:

Council Memb

%

Council Members -

Absent
Abstain: Council Members -
| further certify that Ordinance No. was approved and signed by

the Mayor on the date of its passage and the same has been published
pursuant to law.

ALICE M. REIMCHE
City Clerk
Approved as to Form

2L Wle T

BOBBY . McNATT
City Attorney

ORD1446/TXTA.01V




COUNCIL CCMMUNICATION

T0: THE CITY LOUNCIL COUNCIL MEETING DATE: JANUARY 18, 1989

FROM: THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE

SUBJECT: REQUESTS OF MARC SIEGAL FOR AN AMENDMENT TO THE LAND WE ELEMENT OF THE
GENERAL PLAN, A REZONING AND ENVIROMMENTAL CERTIFICATION

INDICATED ACTION: That the City Council conduct public hearings on the
following requests of Marc Siegal, c/o First Fidelity Realty Group:

1. to amend the Land Use Element of the Lodi General Plan by
redesignating the parcel at 2500 West Turner Road (AFN
029-030-39, R.C.A. Global) from Office-Institutional to
Commercial.

2. to rezone the parcel at 2500 West Turner Road (APN
029-030-39, R.C.A. Global) from R-C-P, Residential-Commercial-
Professional to C-S, Commercial Shopping Center.

3. to certify the filing of a Negative Declaration by the
Community Development Director as adequate environmental
documentation on the above projects.

The publlc hearings may be conducted concurrently, but the ltems must be acted on
separately.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: = The purpose of this request i 1s,.£o. provi
sithatmtherdeveTopercan tbiiTd a% 9 6 " 8cre "ShoppIng: ’center'wt‘t’h 11675 ] 3

of building area. At the Planning Commission public hearlng the proponents
indicated that the center wouid be anchored with a 42,000 square foot,
full-service Safeway and a 19,000 square foot Thrifty Drug Store. A full service
supermarket is similar to Fry's, Raley's or the newest Lucky's in the types of
departments within the market.

At the Planning Commission hearing the developer offered to assist in paying for a
traffic signal at the major street intersection. Presumably this same offer will
be made at the Council hearing.

If the City Council approves the requests, the Public Works Department should be
authorized to negotiate with the developer on the amount of sewer capacity that
will be available to the center pending the completion of the White Slough
expansion.

If the request is denied, the existing Safeway Store on East Lodi Avenue will
still close because it cannot compete with the larger, more modern markets built

around the City in the last few years. Although a sad situation for the eastside,
an economic fact of life for the grocery chain.

Jihgs 2. SchroesEr

Comimunity Development Director

CC89/1/TXTD.01C January 11, 1989



SRS
mm% L‘un

—

= =
mnnxapw@'“ PN R N ]
it nhdnm i e imniiiie &

o 1H~ TP E___ 2\ 3
e*m R RE a1 Ce=ln= w—:/E
kK
TTIE QL [“HL,‘HJUHH!HIUHHH’?‘@E‘ Sy
3 _ = =G
z — ] I = =
= ; flong ooy [ L"-'-gz‘}
3 ‘ ! E =
AT ,f} ~l= ! s &2
AL s I T
et

Winepress Shopping Tenter ry
Ceonceptuaf Site Planx

VICINITY MAP

\ y i

7 = - ;
7 \\ - _
P Winepress Shopping Center

Rezone & GPA
k%i@?-‘@? 12.27-88 J :

Mard Mo Lo

&

oy imvmes Rand




NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER
THE PLANNING COMMISSIONS RECOMMENDATION TO CERTIFY
THE FILING OF A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
BY ?HE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR AS
ADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Wednesday, January 18, 1932, at the hour of 7:30
p.m., Or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, tne Lodi City Council
will conduct a public hearing to consider the Planning Conmission's
recommendation to certify the filing of a negative declaration by the Community
Development Director as adequate enwronmental documentation on the following
projects:

1. Preposed amendment of the Land Use Element of the Lodi General Plan by
redesignating the parcel at 2500 West Turner Road (APN 029-030-39, R.C.
. Global} from Office-Institutional to Commercial. B

Propcsed rezoning cf the parcel at 2500 West Turner Read (APN 029-030-39,
R.C.A. Global) from R-C-P, Residential-Commercial-Professional to C-S,
Commercial Shopping .

Information regarding this item may be obtained in the office of the Community
Development Director at 221 West Pine Street, Lodi, California. All interested

persons are invited to present their views and comments on this matter. - T T
Written statements may be filed with the City Clerk at any time prior to the 7

hearing scheduled herein and oral statements may be made at said hearing.

If you challenge the subject matter in court you may be JAimited to raismgwgﬁnl
“those ssues“fyouys-or,w omeoneraTse raiséd at the®plibTi¢™ heamng deSEribed ™ in this
notice or in written correspondence delivered to the City Clerk, 221 west Pine

Street, Lodi, at or prior to, the public hearing.

By Order Of The Lodi City Council:

Alice M. Reimche
City Clerk

Dated: January 4, 1989
Approved as to form:
BL) ettt

Bobby ¥. McNatt
City Attorney

PH/6
TXTA. 02D
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1 Introduction

1. INTRODUCTION

PROPOSED ACTION

The project applicant. Mark Siegal, First Fidelity Realty Group, proposes to
construct 116,960 square foot shopping center on 9.61 acres at the corner of Turner
and Lower Sacramento Roads. Construction of the shopping center will require a
G..neral Plan Amendment and Rezoning as the project site is currently zoned for
office and professional uses.

WOW TO USE THIS REPORT

This r%aort includes five: sections:” Pro;ect Descnpnon Summary of Fmdmas Tnitial®
Study Checklist, Environmental Evaluation, and Appendices.

The Project Description section: includes a discussion-of the'location’ of the- site, a

discussion of necessary permitting actions, the proposed facilities, and schematlp
drawings of the proposed project.

The Summary of Findings section of this report presents an overview of the results
and conciusions of the evaluation. The Summary is meant to.provide a general
discussion of potential project: impacts’ ‘and available mitigation measures for use by
the City in determining appropriate CEQA processing.

1he,,1;mt1a1 Study Checkhst is.the official form.used by, the. City.of,
jectsitaer e gUideline S which impletnent C J@ e

during repi?rt preparation.

The Environmental Analysis section presents a topic-by-topic evaluation of the
roposed project based on issues identified as potentially significant in the Initial
tudy Checklist.. The results of field visits, data collection and review, and agency

contacts are presented in textual form, with topics organized to follow the Initial

Study listing which precedes this section.

The Appendices section will include the technical data used in compiling the Initial
Study, where appropriate.

1-1
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2. Project Description

2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

PROJECT LOCATION

The Winepress Shopping Center parcel is located in northwestern Lodi. The project
site ks bordered by Turner Road on the north, Lower Sacramento Road on the east,
and by the City/County line on the west and south (Figure 2-2).

The parcel is currently used for agricultural uses (vineyards and row crops) and the
RCA office building. The adjacent tand uses include agricultural, residential and the
Woodlake Plaza Shopping Center on the northeast corner of Turner and North
Lower Sacramento Roads.

.. PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS.

The project proposes development of 2 116,960 square foot shopping center on 9.61
acres. The project includes a supermarket, retail use space, four pads and 476
parking spaces (Figure 2-3). The approval of the Winepress Shopping Center would
necessitate the conversion of currently designated Professional Office use to
Commercial Shopping Center designation to allow development of a shopping
center. TR SNSRI

Construction ofthe project would include the expansion and installation of necessary
ublic service infrastructure such as sewer. lines, water mains, and other utilities.

Stormwater from-the site-wopld;bg}pi{pé_dffto Lodi

would flow by gravity ( er ili

d

f Vthe Cxty

In order to develop the site as prqlgosed, the applicant must receive a variety of
approvals from the City of Lodi. The current designations for the site allow for
professional office uses. Therefore, a Rezoning and General Plan Amendment will
be required for project approval.

2-1
88158
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FIGURE 2-1
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SITELOCATION MAP

FIGURE 2-2
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FIGURE 2-3
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3. Summary of Findings

3. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

AREAS OF POTENTIAL IMPACT

The areas of potential impact were identified following review of the Initial Study,
review Of the site plan and available technical data, contacts with concerned agencies
and several site visits. The areas of concern were identified as:

Erosion
Air Quality
Drainage
Preemption of agrlcultural land
Noise

Lightand glare ..
Changes in planned
Access and circulation
Provision of public services

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following fist briefly summarizes the results of the evaluations performed for the
siie.

nereaced Traffic Volimes

Roadways in the vicinity of the project generallér provide an acceptable level of
service. Planned improvements, including a new Chestnnt Bridge and signals at the
intersections of Lower Sacramento Road/West Elm Street and Lower Sacramento
Road/West Lodi Avenue-Sargent Road, will improve conditions at these locations.
Although traftic will increase as a resu]t of the prolect no 1mprovemems will be

S °‘,.Jequxrecl as.a.directresultasse i

Increased Noise Levels

Construction related to noise will be experienced in the project neighborhood during
the construction phase of the project, however these noise levels should not be
significant. The noise levels in the area after construction will primarily be a function
ot vehicle traffic. These future noise levels (existing plus cumulative area buildout)
will increase substantially. However, the project itself will not contribute significantly

‘ to these noise levels. Consideration should be given to future levels when designing
- the structures on-site in order to mitigate effe( ts of cumulative area buildout.

| 31
83158
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resources that were considered include

3. Summary of Findings

Increased Air Pollution

The prog']ect will result in a small, incremental increase in regional air pollution.
Although future cumulative air quality is expected to generally decline, the project
does not represent a significant percentage of this problem.

Changes in Planned Land Uses

The change from office and professional to shopping center use wilt not significantl
affect future land uses in the area. The provision of shopping facilities in an are
currently with few such projects will serve to minimize vehicle trips to other areas o
Lodi. There is no inherent incompatibility in the proposed use with surrounding
uses. Nightlighting is the only potential effect of the project on neighboring {€s . ...
wilicth anittl e considered @ wonfliot and can be easily mitigated by Iancis‘c'a"%ifn""f“’1 v
careful design attention. Any developm: nt in Lodi réquires the conversion grlme
agricultural soils, however this parcel i. within the City limits.and designated for
urban uses. S

- ~ Teaon Uy ISl ievel e a

Erosion, drainage and provision of public services were found to have no impact and
require no mitigation.

Condiusion

Following evaluation of the Site Plan and the environmental constraints of the site, it
does not appear that any unmitigatable adverse impacts would be generated by
project construction and operation. The potentially significant impacts to community
€.
1easess

increased vehicle, volumes,increased nois
§ oy 877 A R T T e Y
diainigs bilityswithiadjatent Tanduses I

SRR o S g - L S
e idatarmminad that nraisot smmacte untl ha loce than cionifirnrt in natnre

3-2
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4. Initial Study Checklist

4. INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

INTRODUCTION

In determining if this project may have a significant rmpact on the environment, the
primary and secondary effect of the following po #ntial impacts were considered and,
determinatio: S made as to whether the project wogle generate Significant effects. In other

ecklist was completed before the Environmental Evaluation in order to
identify areas of concern Environmema;:imlpaflt_S <>§*‘3E}<§d 2 "maybe” x j'yg_s" aff Cf}\llﬁf;fc
isC in Chapter 5 - Environméntal Evaluation). .1he summary oI rindings.(hapte
%) plrjesggﬂts thCe fleps&tsSof the Enviro tion which was performed based on the.
issues identified in the Initial Study Checiklist. - ' g

4-1
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4. initial Study Checklist

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

I Background

1. Name of Proponent _ Mark Siegal

2. Address and Phone Numbher nf Praps
First Fidelity Realty Groun L
1555 River Park Drive. Suite 206
Sacramento, CA 95815

3. Date of Checklist Submitted _October 18, 1988

4. Agency Requiring Checklist City of Lodi - Community
-Development Department

5. Name of proposal, if applicable Winepress Shopping Center.

If. Environmental Impacts

(Explanations ofall "yes"and "maybe ' answers required on attached sheets)

Yes Maybe No

1 Earth. Will the proposal resuit in:

b.  Disruptions,displacements, compaction or

overcovering of the soil? X
c.  Change in topography or ground surface relief

features’> X
d. The destruction, covering or modification

of any unique geologlc or physical features? X
e.  Any increase inwind or water erosion of

soils, either on or off the site: X
f. ™ ' eposition Or erosion of beach

sands, or changes in siltation, deposition

or erosion which may modlfy the channel of

a river or stream or the bed of the. ocean or

any bay, inlet or lal X
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. Exposure of people or property to geologic
J hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, mud-
slides, ground failure, o- similar hazards'? X

2 Air.  Will the proposal result in:

a.  Substantial air einissions or deterioration
of ambient air quality

b.  The creation of objectionable odors?
C.  Alteration of air movement, moisture or

temperature, or any change in climate,
either locally or regionally? X 1

3 Water. Will the proposal result in: L

a.  Changes in currents, or the course or direction
of water movements, in either marine or fresh

waters? - X
b.  Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns )
or the rate and amount of surface water runioff? X ;
c.  Alterations to the course or flow of flood waters? X_

d. chang}e in the amount of surface water in any water
body‘ _ _ X

sDischargeiinte itersyOFinany alterati
~of surface water quality, including but not limited
to temoerature. dissolved oxveen or turbidity X
f.  Alteration of the direction or rate of ground waters? X

Change in quantity of ground waters, either through
direct additions or withdrawals, or through intercep- ;
_ tion of an aquifer by cuts or excavations o - BT, G

0

5

| Q.:l—.rounf."ni rordnatinae .'. the amount d Water Other_
wise available for public water supplies? X

i.  Exposure of people or property to water related L
hazards such as flooding or tidal waves? e Za {

4. Plant Life. Will the proposal result in:

a.  Change in the diversity of species, or number
of any species of plants (including trees,
shrubs, grass, crops, and aquatic plants? X

4-3
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Yes Mavbe NQ

b.  Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare
or endangered species of plants™ X

c.  Introduction of new species of plants into an
area, or in a barrier to the normal replenish-
ment of existingspecies? X

- d.  Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop?
5. Animal Life. Will the proposed result in:

a.  Change in the diversity of snecies, or numbers
of any species of animals {birds, land animals
including reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic
organisms or insects)? X

b.  Reduction of the numkers of any unique, rare or
- endangered species of animals® X

Introduction of new species of animals into an
area, or result in abarrier to the migration

O

or movement of animals? X
d.  Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitat? X
6. Noise. Will the proposal result in
a. Increasesin eX|st|ng ncise levels? | X

,.‘ - .Light éhd G}ére'.‘ywtivll' the proposal: Produce new
light or glare'! X —

8. Land Use. Will the proposal: Result in a substan-
tial alteration of the present or planned land use
of an area? X

9. Natural Resources. Will the proposal result in:

I a.  Increase in the rate of use of any natural
resources? -

b.  Possible interference with an emergency response
plan or an emergency evacuation plan? —_— ==

11.  Population. Will the proposal alter the location,

- distribution, density, or growth rate of the human
' population ofan area? S X

4-4
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12.

13.

14.

15.

88158

b."** Police pr

Housi g. Willth proposal affect existin housing
or create a demand for additional housin ?

Transportation/Circulation. Will the proposal
result in:

a. Generation of substantial additional vehicular
movement?

Effects oh‘élxisti‘hgv ‘p'érking facilities, or
demand for new parking?

c.  Substantial impact upon existing transportation
system?

. Alterations to present patterns of circulation
“or movement of people and/or goods?

e.  Alteration :o waterborne, rail or 3ir traffic'?

f. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles,
bicyclists or pedestrians?

Public Services. Will the proposal have an effect
upon, or result in a need for new or altered govern-
mentai services in any of the following areas:

. Fire protection?

otection?
c.  Schools?
d.  Parks or other recreational facilities?

e.  Maintenance of public facilities, including
roads?

" Gther governmental services?
Energy. Will the proposal result in:
a.  Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy?
b.  Substantial increase in demand vpor existing

sources of energy, or require the development
of new sources of energy'!

45




18.
<= tion Of any scenic vista or view open to the public,

16.

Utilities. Will the %ropos:al result in a need for
new systems, or substantial alterations to the
foliowing utilities?

“a.  Power or natural gas?

17.

20.

b.  Communications systems?

d.  Sewer or septic tanks?

e.  Storm water drainage?

f.  Solid waste and disposal?

Human Health. Will the proposal result in:

a.  Creation of any health hazard or potential
health hazard (exciuding mental health)?

b.  Exposuie of people to potential health hazards'?
Aesthetics. Will the proposal result in the obstruc-

or will the Froposal_resu_lt in the creation of an
aesthetically offensive site open to the public new?

ecreation. Will the proposal result in an impact
quality or quantity of existing recreational
opportunities?

Cultural Resources:

a.  Will the proposal result in the alteration of
or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic
archaeological sire"’

b.  Will the proposal result in adverse physical or
aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic

building, structure, or object?

c.  Does the prope: . have the potential to cause
a physical change which would affect unique

ethnic cultural values?

fc_i. will thedproposal restrict existing religious

or sacred uses within the potential impact area?

4-6
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21.

Mandatory Findings of Significance:

a.

~ which will cause substantial ad

Does the project have the potential to degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the number or

_ Testrict the range of a rare or endangeredplant.. ... oo
“or'animal eliminate important examples of the major

periods of California ustory or prehistory?

Does the project have the potential to achieve
short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
environmental goals? (A shcrt-termimpact on the
environment is cne which occursir: a relatively -
brief, definitive period of time while long-term -
impacts will endure well into the future.)

Does the project have impacts which are indiv-
idually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(A project may impact on two Or more Separate
resources where the impact on each resource is
relatively small, but where the effect of the
total of those impacts on the environment is
significant).

Does the project have environmental effects

e effect




5. Environmental Evaluation

S. ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

INTRODUCTION

The following environmental analysis is based on review of the proposed site plan
maps, contacts with responsible agencies, review of lterature pertinent o the site

_....and surrounding area or ,§Q§gi§§%¢§¢£§i5¢d by projectamplementation, and the resuits -

" “of on-site reconnaissance.

The text is organized in the same order as the City of Lodi checklist. For those issues
that require an understanding of the existing conditions on the site, a brief summary
paragraph is provided. It should be noted that the checklist was filled out before the
following analysis.  Therefore. the following text serves to analyze the relative
significance of the impact. s

ISSUES IDENTIFIED IN INITIAL STUDY
AS NEEDING FURTHER EVALUATION

1. EARTH
b. Disruptions

In order to construct the project, the site will need to be graded in preparation for
overcovering with buildings and a parking lot. On-going agricultural use of the. parcel ..
»+--has resulted in virtually level topography.~ Therefore; although sormé grading will be
required to prepare the site, extensi h vill not be ired. No export.o
mportof soils:ds-anticipated#sessss SR G

e. Wind or Water Erosion

Following project construction, any areas of soil which may remain will be

.. landscaped.to prevent.erosion and enhance aesthetics =Alf stormwater tunoff for the

“site will enter a storm drain System and be conveyed to todi Lake.

AIR
Air Emissions

As discussed in Appendix A-Air Quality Analysis, the general trend in the Lodi area
is towards a gradual cumulative decline in regional air quality. Trafficrelated to the
project will represent a minor and incremental decrease of overall regional air
quality. So, although the project does not conflict with any policies contained in the
San Joaquin County Air Quality Management Plan, overall growth in the Lodi area
may result in exceedence of Plan goals.

5-1
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5. Environmental Evaluation

Construction related impacts would consist Erimarily of dust during site preparation
activities. Watering of the site will reduce this impact by approximately 5G percent.
Regular use of tarpaulins on haul trucks and daily cieanup of street mud and dust at
the project site will further reduce impacts.

3. WATER

b.  Drainage v e s

PNAN s

it e P TS R B ey

Following project construction, most of the site wiil be covered with impervious
surfacing. As the parcel is currently in agricultural uses, very little runoff drains from
the psrcel. The increase in impervious surfacing will result in an increase in
stormwater runoff. However, the parcel wiil not generate sufficient quantities of
runoff to exceed the capacity of detention basins serving the site.

4. PLANT LIFE
d. Reduction in Acreage

The project site is currently used for agricultural vineyard and row crops. The use of
the site for commercial uses will preclude further agricultural use of the site. The
project is located within City boundaries and is designated for urban uses. The
preemption of agricultural soils by City development has been addressed in previous
planning documents and environmental review processes. -

6. NOISE

alc

Noise levels in the project vicinity are primarily a function of vehicle noise. Appendix
B presents a through discussion of existing and projected noise levels near the project
site. The conclusion of this analysis was that the project itself will not generate
significant operational noise levels, that project related traffic will generate a minor
increment to area noise levels and that cumulative volumes of traffic resulting from
buildout in Lodi will increase noise levels substantially. It was determined that the
project building design and construction will need to anticipate these future noise
volumes by implementing appropriate insulation and design fcatures (i.e., windows
oriented away from area roadways where feasibleg. Table 5-1 presents a general
overview of noise levels and their effects on human beings.

Construction related noise will be an unavoidable but short term result of the project.

7. LIGHT AND GLARE

The project will require night lighting. The configuration of the development wili
result in landscaped buffersalong the west and south property lines, where the truck

(:h
o




TABLE 5-1

5. Environmental Evaluation

WEIGHTED SOUND LEVELS AND HUMAN RESPONSE

SOUND SOURCE dB(A) RESPONSE CRITERIA
Carrier Deck Jet Operation 150 Painfully Loud
140 Painfully Loud
130 Limit Amplified Speech
Jet Takeoff (200 feet) 120 Maximum Vocal Effort
Discotheaue 120 Maximum Vocal Effort
Auto Horn (3 feet) 120 Maximum Vocal Effort
Riveting Machine 110 Maximum Vocal Effort
Jet Takeoff (2,000 feet) 100 Very Annaying
Shout (0.5) _ 100 Very Annoying
N.Y. Subway Station 100 Very Annoying
Heavy Truck (50 feet) 90 Hearing Damage (8 hours
Pneumatic Drill (50 feet) 90 Hearing Damage E8 hours
80 Annoying ,
Freight Train (50 feet) 70 Telephone Use Difficult i
Freeway Traffic (50 feet) 70 Telephone use Difficult :
Air Conditioning Unit %20 feet) 60 Intrusive o : :
Light Auto Traffic (50 feet) 60 Intrusive oo o
o 50 Quiet
Living Room 4 Quiet
Bedroom 40 Quiet
Library 40 Quiet
Soft Whisper (15 feet) 30 Very Quiet
Broadcasting Utudio 20 Very Qciet
10 Just Audible
0 Threshold of Hearing

Typical A-Weighted sound levels taken with a sound-level meter and expressed as
decibelson the scale. The "A"scale approximates the frequency of the human ear.

Source: U.S. Council on Environmental Quality 1970.

83158
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5. Environmental Evaluation

loading and unioading areas will be located. These areas could require night lighting
if after-hour deliveries to the loading docks are to occur.

Parking areas in the center of the project will also be screened from Turner Road
and Lower Sacramento Road by landscaping and buildings. In both cases, loading
and parking areas, the installation of lighting fixtures which focus the light source
onto the arca of activity and away from surrounding areas should be  required.
Attention to detail in the design review process will be sufficient to preclude the
creation of glare on properties to the west and south which will ultimately be

“++ developed in residential uses.

8. LAND USES

The City of Lodi General Pian currently designates the project site as Professional
Office. The conversion of the parcel to Shopping Center (C-S).represents a.
departure from the original land use contemplated for the area.” However, the land"
directly opposite the site, at Woodhaven Lane and Turner Road, is a commercial
shopping center. Together these two parcels, along with a small area at Turner Road
and Rutledge Drive, constitute the only shoEping center uses west of Ham Lane and
north of Lodi Avenue. Development of this area in shopping uses will serve the
northwestern section of Lodi and Woodbridge and minimize cross toun commuting
for essential services. The land use itself is not in compatible with existing or
proposed uses assuming that it is appropriately designed and landscaped.

13.  TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

Figure 2-2 in the Project Description provides a map showing the location of the
nroposed project. Access 10 the project site is planned to be provided via Turner
Road and Lower Sacramento Road. The critical intersections analyzed in this report
\Ilver%determined from discussions with the City of Lodi staff. These intersections are
isted below:

Turner Road and north Lower Sacramento Road

Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road/Woodhaven Lane
Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane

Lower Sacramento Road and West Eln; Street

Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road

¥EOBK OB P RX

Lower Sacramento Road is a two-lane roadway connecting Lodi to the City of
Stockton to the south and to the City of Galt to the north. Turner Road. EIm Street,
and Lodi Avenue are major east/west collectors going through the Citv of Lodi. In
lhe vicinity of the project site, Turner Road has two lanes. The intersection Of
Turner Road and north Lower Sacramento Road is signalized.

Woodhaven Lane is a two-lane street that extenas north from Turner road to about
one hundred feet north of Eilers Lane where it dead ends. A bridge is planned to be
constructed over the Woodbridge Irrigation Canal in the near future which will
connect Woodhaven Lane with Chestnut Street in Woodbridge. The intersection of
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5. Environmental Evaluation

Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane was assumed to be controlled by a STOP-sign on
Eilers Lane at Woodhaven Lane after the construction of this bridge.

West Elm Street 1s a two-lane roadway which is wide enougn to accommodate four
lanes. This road is controlled by a STOP-sign at its Intersection with Lower
Sacramento Road. The intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West EIm
Street meets the trafficsignal warrants at the present time and is number five or?the
list of the intersections waiting to be signalized in Lodi.

The intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road
also meets the traffic signal warrants and it is number two on the priority list of the
intersections to be signalized. This intersection is currently controlled by STOP-signs
on all four approaches.

P.M. peak hour turning movement counts were conducted by TJKM in July 1987 at
the intersections of Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road/Woodhaven Lane,
Lower Sacramento Road and West EIm Street, and Lower Sacramento Road arid
~"West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Read. To update these counts, appropriate growth rates
were applied. The turning movement counts for the remaining intersections Were
obtained from the City of Lodi.

To analyze the signalized and four-way STOP-sign-controlled intersections, the
critical movement summation method of capacity analysis was used. This method
involves consideration of “critical” (or high volume) conflicting movements and is
based on information from a number of sources including Highway Capacity Manual,
Special Report 209, Transportation Research Board, 1985.

The volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio is an indication of the level of service (LOS) at
which an intersection is operating. The LOS classification system is a scale which
ranks street, highway, and intersection operations based on the amount of traffic and
traffic operations. A comBIete description of the system is included in the Highway
Capacity Manual (special Report 209) Highway Research Board, 1985. Briefly, the
level of service ranking system is 3 scale with a range of A through F (See Tatle 5-2).
Level A represents free Flow conditions and level F represents jammed or capacity
conditions. The relationship of V/C ratio to level of service is given in Table 3-2.

For the existing conditions, the intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West
Elm Street was analyzed using the unsignalized method of capacity analysis. This
analysis Uutilizes a computer program written by the Institute of Transportation
Studies at the University of California, Berkeley, and is in accordance with the 1985
Highway Capacity Manual.

Table 5-3 shows the existing P.M. peak hour traffic. conditions at the study
intersections. Also, shown on this table are the projected levels of service at these
intersections after the construction of the Chestnut bridge over the Woodbridge
Irrigation Canal. It was projected that approximately 400 cars would use this bridge
to travel to and from Woodbridge during the P.M. peak hour. The intersections of
Lower Sacramento Road and West EIm Street, ard Lower Sacramento Road and
West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road are presently operating at unacceptable levels-of
service. These intersections meet the traffic signal warrant criteria and are on the

5-5
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- TABLE 5-2
LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR URBANAND SUBURBAN ARTERIAL STREETS

VOLUME
LEVEL TO
- OF DESCRIPTJON CAPACITY
SERVICE BATIO*
- A Free flow. Vary slight or no delay. Ifsignalized, conditionsare suchthat  0.06-0.60

no approach phase is fully utilized by traffic and no vehicie waits longer
than one red indication. Turn it and

B Stabie flow. Slight delay. If signalized, an occasional approach phase 6.61-0.70
i fully utilized. Vehicle platoons are formed. Many drivers begin to feel
somewhat restricted within grcups of vehicles Thistevel is suitable
operation for rural design purposes.

C Stable flow. Acceptable delay. if signalized afew driversarriving at 0.71-0.80
the end of a queue may occasionally have to wait through one signal cycle.
Back-ups may devetop behind turnmg vehcc!es Most drivers feel some-
whar rectncted

m5~ E R

D Approaching unstable flow. Tolerabledelay. Delays may be substantial ~ 0.81-0.50
during short periods, but excessive back-ups do not occur. Maneuver-
ability is severely limited during short pericds due to temporary back-
ups.

B ioesnUnstableflow. Intollerable delay. Delay maYbGGreat Upto several “F i 0.91:1.00 T
signal cycles. There are typically long queues of vehicles waiting
upstream ofthe intersection.

F Forced fiow. Excessivedelay. Intersection operates below capacity. Varies'
Jammed conditions. Back-ups fromothertocations restrict or prevent
movement. Volumes may vary widely, depending principally on the
downstream back-up conditions.

References:  Highway Capacity Manual, Special Report No. 209, Transportation Research Board,
1985.
Highway Capacitv Manual, Special Report No. 87, Highway Research Board, 1965.
TIKM.

In general, volume-to-capacity (vV/C) ratios cannot be greater than 1,00, unless the lane
capacity assumptions are too low. Also, if future demand projections are considered for
analytical purposes. a ratio greater than 1.00 might be obtained, indicating that the projected
demand would exceed the capacity.
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TABLE 5-3

EXISTING TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

'
k2

INTERSECTION
Turner & Lower Sacramento

Turner & Lower Sacramento/
Woodhaven

- |Woodhaven & Eilers ‘f:: :

Lower Sacramento &
Waest Elm

Lower Sacramento & -

West Lodl/Sargent

EXISTING CONDITIONS

LOS v/C
c 0.72
A 0.44
D* -

D 0.81

EXISTING CONDITIONS
W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE

Los S e
B 0.63
A 0.45
-

D* —
D 0.81

* Unsignalized method of capacity analysls.
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5. Environmental Evaluation

City’s priority list to be signalized. Conditions at these intersection will improve to
acceptable levels when they are signalized.

a. Generation

To determine the impacts of the proposed Winepress Shopping Center, a trip
generation analysis was performed for this project. The trips generated by this
evelopment were then distributed and assigned onto the surrounding Streets.

The trip generation rates for rhis study were obtained from the institute of
Transpoitation Engineers (ITE), Trip Generation, fourth Edition, 1987 == =

According to Trip Generation, approximately 40 percent of the trips generated by a
shopping center of this size involve vehicles passing by on their way to another.
destination. These "pass-by" trips come directly from the traffic stream passing the::
development on the adjacent street system. The amount of "pass-by" trips estimated. -~ =~ =
to enter and exit a shopping center does not affect the driveway volumes but does -
affect the amount of traftic added to the adjacent street system.

Table 5-4 shows the number of new and "pass-by' trips generated by the proposed . - -
Winepress Shopping Center. Also shown on this table is the number of trips
generated by the existing designation tor the project site. It can be seen from this

table that, when compared to the. existing designation, the proposed project would ~ = =
generate 3,324 additional new trips per day. with 188 additional new trips during the .-
P.M. peak hour.

A wnp distribution pattern based on likely origins arid destinations for trips both .~ = : "~
leaving and entering the site was developed for the proposed project. 'Table 5-5 =
shows this distribution pattern. Based on the percentages shown on this table, the

traffic generated by the project was distributed and assigned on to the street system.

TABLE 5-5
TRIPDISTRIBUTION PATTERN

North South East West

To evaluate the impacts of this proposed Winepress Shopping Center, a P.M. peak
hour analysis was performed for the intersections of Turner Road and north Lower
Sacramento Road, Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road/Woodhaven Lane,
Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane, Lower Sacramento and West Elm Street, and
Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road. This analysis
included determination of levels of service for existing, existing plus project and
cumulative plus project conditions.
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5. Environmental Evaluation

Results of the intersection capacity analysis for this study are shown on Table 5-6.
The existing and cumulat've traffic volumes are shown in Figure 5-1. The turning
movement volumes at the udy intersections are shown on Figures 5-2 and 5-3.

It can be seen from Table 5-6 that the intersections of Lower Sacramento Road with
West Elm Street, and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargent
Road are operating at unacceptable Level of Service D under the existing conditions

with or without the proposed project. It can also he seen from this table that the
proposed project would not have significant-impact on the study intersections.

To evaluate the need for a traffic signal at the intersections of Turner Road and
Lower Sacramento Road/Woodhaven Lane and Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane a
signal warrant analysis was performed. The results of this analysis is shown on
Tablz 5-7. .
TABLE 5-7
SIGNAL WARRANT ANALYSIS

Existing Existing T Cumulative+
Ce &ditxons Project Project
W/Chestnut W/Chestnut W/Chestnut
_ Bridge Bridge Bridge
Intersection Warrant Warrant Warrant
Turner & Lower No No Yes-
Sacramento/Woodhaven RES
 Woodhaver: & Eilers No NoO NO
Notes: Yes = Meets warrant

No = Does not meet warrant

The intersections of Lower Sacramento Road and West EIm Street, and Lower
- Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road are presently operating a:
unacceptable levels of service. These intersections meet the traffic signal warrant

criteria_and are an the city’s priority list to be signalized. (I'.‘-onélitiéns at these
Intersection will improve to acceptable’levels when they are signalized.

It should be noted that according to the Specific Plan for the City of Lodi, Lower
Sacramento Road is planned to be a divided roadway with raised median in front of
‘the project site. The Specific Plan would need to be revised to allow for median
openings for the project access points,
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TABLE 3-6
SUMMARY OF CAPACITY ANALYSIS P.M. PEAK HOUR
5 EXISTING CONDITION EXISTING T PROJECT | ¢ CUMULATIVE + PROJECT
i * W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE o W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE
INTERSECTION LOS v/ie LOos v/G Las v/C
Tusner & Lower Sacramonto B 0.63 B 0.65 D ‘ 0.88
o Tumer & Lower Sacramento/ A 0.45 A 0.50 C : 0.78
o Woodhaven ‘
Woodhaven & Eflers A* A* D*
Lower Sacramento & D* D> - B 0.66
West Elm *
i ' Lower Sacramento & D 0.81 D 0.87 Dre - 087
: Waest Lodi/Sargem %ai -i;

. Unszgmhzed method of capac&y ana}ysls
re Thts !mersecﬁon was assumed to be s!gnarlzed under the cumuh,twe condmons
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5. Environmental Evaluation

In addition, as part of the Specific Plan. frontage roads are proposed on the east and
west sides of Lower Sacramento Road. It is recommended that the west frontage
road end at a cul-de-sac prior to reaching the project site.

There are no mitigation measures recommended due to the proposed project.
b. Parking

The project proponent intends to construct 476 parking spaces. This exceeds the
zoning requirement of 456 spaces and will adequately serve the needs of the
development.

c. Transportation System -+

The projected future traffic volume used for this study were obtained from ?he City
of Lodi Transportation Mode! developed by TIKM. This model was prepared by
generating future daily traffic volumes for the City of Lodi study using the urban
transportation package for microcomputers (MINUTP). The future land nses
assumed in the city-wide traffic study were the build-out of area within the existing
city limits and estimates of possible development in the General Plan boundaries
around the city.

The proposed Winepress Shopping Center was also included in the City of Lodi
Transportation Model. Therefore, the volumes obtained from this model were used
to analyze the cumulative plus project traffic conditions. The p.m. peak hcur turning
movement volumes were estimated to be 10 percent of the daily traffic volumes. In
addition, since the Chestnut Bridge is planned to be constructed in the near future,
the cumulative analysis was performed with this bridge.

Under the cumulative pius project conditions the intersections of Turner Road and
north Lower Sacramento Road, and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi
Avenue/Sargent road would be operatin% at Level of Service D. It should be noted
that this LOS would occur even without the proposed project.

As can be seen from Table 3-7, the intersection of Turner Road and Lower
Sacramento Road/Woodhaven Lane would meet the traffic signal warrant criteria
under the cumulative pius project conditions.

The following mitigation measures would be required to mitigate traffic conditions
occurring after the build-out of the study area, and are in addition to the
improvements needed under existing conditions. It should be noted that these
measures wiil be required even without the proposed project.

Mitication Measures

1. Signalize the intersection of Turner Road and Lower Sacramento
Road/Woodhavzn Lane.

2. Widen the westbound approach of the intersection of Turner Road
and north Lower Sacramento Road to accommodate a separate right-
turn lane, two through lanes, and a left-turn lane. =
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5. Environmental Evaluation

Widen the intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi
Avenue/Sargent Road to accommodate a left-turn lane, a through
lane, and through/right-turn lane on the northbound and southbound
approaches.

4. Add a right-turn lane to the northbound approach of the intersection
of Woodhaven and Eilers Lane.

(%)

Ln

Widen Lower-Sacramento Road between Turner Road and Kettleman
Lane to four lanes.

Improve the intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm
treet to accommodate a through lane and a st ared through/right-turn
lane on the northbound approach, and a left-1urn lane and two through

=+ lanes on the southbound approach.™™ - -

s~ Table 5-8'shows the miticated capacity analysis for this study.
d. Circulation/Movement

The project will not create any new roads or intersections. Apdpgoximately fourty
percent (40%) of the traffic drawn to the site will be a result of “drive-by” of existing
traftic rather than creating a significant new component to the overall circulation
pattern.

7 PUBLIC SERVICES
2 &b, Fire/Police

The project will result in a commitment from the City to provide necessary
protection. Consultation with the affected agencies during the final site planning
stages will insure that agency’s suggesticns to improve safety and serviceability are
met.

16.  UTILITIES
e. Drainage

The project will result in increased stormwater drainage as the site is covered with
building and parking surfaces. Storm drain facilities in the area will be sufficient to
accommodate the increased runoff.

IS.  AESTHETICS

Construction of the project will change the character of the site from open.
agriculture and office uses to a developed shopping center. The Wine and Roses
Bed and Breakfast is located to the north of the project site and is screened by heavy
vegetation.
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TABLE 5-8
MITIGATED CAPACITY ANALYSIS P,M. PEAK HOUR

INTERSECTION
Turner & Lower Sacramento

Turner & Lower Sacramento/
Woodhaven

Woodhaven & Ellers

qu’ei{_Sacrament‘o &
-West Elm

‘ILower Sacramento &

West Lodi/Sargent

EXISTING CONDITION
W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE

EXISTING + PROJECT
W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE

LOS v/C LOS v/C
N/A N/A N/A N/A
N/A N/A CN/A N/A
CON/AL L NJA CN/A O N/A
AL oas A 050
B o061 B 065

CUMULATIVE + PROJECT
W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE

LOS v/C
B 0.70
c 0.72
C*

A 0.48
c £ 0.73

* Unslgnallzed method o capaclty analysis.
N/A = No improvementsaro recommended for this Intersaction.




5. Environmental Evaluation

The site plan includes landscaping along the entire perimeter of the site, with
particular emphasis to the areas along Turner and Lower Sacramento Roads.
Careful integration of landscaping and the structures proposed along Turner Road
will serve to minimize any conflicts. Design treatment consideration should be given
to the portions of the structures facing Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road to
prevent the construction of "blankwalls” facing these roadways.

21.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a. Degradation

The project will not affect either the habitat or individuals of any rare or endangered
plant or animal species.

b. Short-Term Goals

The project will not generate any significant long-term adverse effects for the
following reason: the on-site development will not generate any adverse effect.

C. Cumulative

Although use of the site will increase and change in nature and the lake will increase,
it does not appear that the use will generate any significant impacts. As discussed in
an item-by-item basis in sections 1-20, the impacts of the project will be localized, will
not exceed standards, will not create any secondary impacts and will not degrade the
local environment.

d. Humans

As stated in 20e, the project will not generate any substantial effects on human
beings.

5-18
SR158




6. Report Preparation

6. REPORT PREPARATION

This EIR has been prepared by EIP Associates, Inc. under contract to the City of
Lodi. The consultants who prepared each section are listed below.

Kate Burdick IK}ioJec} Manager/Land Use
Iscellaneou§ Sections

Geoff Hornek Air Quality/Noise

Jeff Clark/Angie Raygani(TIKM) Traffic

Graphics and production provided by. _

Diane Hussey
Mark Biegaj
Leilani Ferrari
Kim Fountain
Bobi Lyons
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WINEPRESS SHOPPING CENTER EIR
ATR QUALITY
SETTING

Regnlatary Backsground

The 1978 Clear- Air Act gave the U.5. Eavironmental Protection Agency (EPA)
-the authority to set federal ambient air ¢uality standards. The Act
indicated the need for primary standards to protect public health ana
secondary standards to protecl public welfare from effeats such as
visibility reduction, SOiIing, nuisance, and other forms of ddmage, It also
required that the federa’ zand ) 3D
5uscept*bl° to resvpiraiory d|bg
young children, people already weakened by illness, and persons engaged in
-strenuous work or exercise {(z2ll termed 'sensitive receptors") In: 197 “the
EpA established federal standards for five major "criteria™ /i/ air
pollutants: photochemical oxidants (ozone), carbon monoxide (CG), suspﬂnded
sarticulates {(n.b., orlglnally the standard applisd to partlculatps cf any.. ..
Giameter, termed total sus pe“,eu particulates or TSP, but $he’'standard was:”7f
_recently changed to apply only to particulates less than 10 microns In . '
diameter, termed PMio ), nitrogen dioxide (NOz), and sulfur dicxide \Sﬁz).
State standards were established in California starting In 1969, pursuant to
the Mulford-Carrell Act. The state and federal standards, given in'TabIe A,
provide acceptable durations for specific contaminant levels in order to :
protect sensitive receptors from adverse effects. s

TABLE A: FEDERAL ANT' STATE AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS

m e am v e M o = M e g e M Er o e o e e e e 6 A e M e o o M e e e v S M e R T e SR R e . e e e A B8 M dm am e o4 P am . .

Averaging Federal Federal California

Pollutant . ime Primary Szanderd Secondary Standard x;ggda;dil
Ozons 1-hour 0.12 ppm 0.12 ppm 0.10 pﬁal,i,
Carbon Monoxide-  L-hour 35.0 ppm 35.0 ppm 20.01 ppm3,

f-hour 9.0 vpom 2.0 vppm 8.0 . ppm -
Nitrogen Dioxide 1-hour - - O.25~ppm"

annual 0.0% pem 0.05 ppm - R
Sulfur Dioxide 1-hour --- R 0.5 ppm

24-hour 0.14 opm - ¢.C5 pom
- annual 0.03 ppm -~ -
Suspended 24-nour 150 ug/m? - 50 ug/m?ﬂ
~articulates/L/. . apnual - 50 ug/m3 -— 30 ug/md. -
opm = parté pey million, ug/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter

“s1/. State and federal standards are for particulate material less than 10 .
microns in diametey, usually designated PMio., o




The 1977 Ciean’ Act Amendments required that each state identify areas
within i%+s borders {(i.e., non-attainment areas) that do not meet federal
primary standard and devise a State Implementation Plan (SIP), subject to
EPA approval, to attain federal primary standards no later than 1287. The
California standards do not have specific attainment dates.

The California Alr Resources Board (CARS) coordinates and oversess both
state and federal ailr pollutien control programs in California. As part of
this >es3ponsibility, che CAFB monitors existing air guality, establishes
state standards {(which in many cases are more stringent than federal
standards, as shown in Table A), limits allowakble emissions from vehicular
sources, and is responsible for putting together the SIP. The CARB has
divided the State into many single and multi-county air basins- Authority
for air quality management within them has heen given to local Air Pollution
Control Districts (APCD) which develop local non-attainment plans within
“their jurisdiction. The San Joaquin Valley has been designated a3 an ailr
basin by the CAEE but no single APCD has jurisdiction over the whole Valley.
At the northern end of the Sen Joaquin Valley, San Joaquin has its own XPCD,
thie San Joayuin County APCD.

"Alr Quality Problems and Trends in.the San Joagquin Valley

The CAKE and the local APCD': operats a number OF ambient alr guality
monitoring stations throughout the Valley which measure the ambient
concentrations of the abcve-mentioned pollutants. The data show a general
trend of worsening air quality as cne moves (rom north to south in the
Wt 4 e - o) - e P I T A -
YaLisy. Cn _.;_;e Ca8Ls oI menlTorilti, 2.4 O +he San Joaquin Valley is
"currently designated a non-attainment are2 for oczone, €0, 2nd TSP, while the
portion ¢f Kern County near Baksrfield is ncn-attainment lor sQz.  Federal
standards for NO2 are peing met throughout the Valley. ' Table [) summarizes
-the highest meastred pollutant concentrations for ozcne, CO, and '
particulates at monitoring atations IN San Jjoagquin County (all located in
Gtockton) and shows how they compare With state and/or federal ambient air

auality standards.

Air Gualitv Planning and Control i lorthern San Joaguin Valley

-Planning for the attainment and maintenance OF federal and state air quality
standards Sar Joaquin Ccunty is the joint responsibility of the San Joaquin
County Planning Department, the San Jomquin County APCD, and the Sen Joagquin
County Council of Governments. Together they anthored the San Joaquin
County Air Quality Management Plan in 1982. The Pilan was adopted and
forwarded to the CARB fur incorporation into the SIP.

The Plan analysis showed that the federal standard for ozone could be
attained by a 28% or 27.2 tons/day ROG emission reduction betwsen 18789 and
1987. A proportional rollback calculation used to determine the CO emission
"reductionneedsd for attainment indicated Chat a g% or 27.7 tons/day
reducticn would be sufficient. Since the Plan projected ROG and CO emiss.on
reductions of 37% (36.9 tons/day) and 19% (59.6 tons/day) relative to the
-1979 emission baseline, attainment szeemed guaranieed.
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Por I, U’mm STAT ION STANDARD 1985 1988 1987
OZONE -
Highest 1-hour (ppm) Stockton 0.12/0.10 0.14 0.14 0.16
Days > 0.12 ppnm (Maripo=sa) 5 3 1
Days > 0.10 ppm 33 30 53
LAHBUN MONOXIDE
“  Highest l-hour (ppm) Stockton 35.0/20.0 12.0 17.3 15.0
 bays > 35.0 ppm {Hazelton) 0 ¢ 0
o Daye» 2000 ppm 0 0 0
Highest 8-hour Stockton 9.0 6.3 9.3 7.8
Days > 2.0 gpm (Hazelton) o 1 0
Highest l-hour {(ppm) Stockton 35.0/20.0 12.0 18.0 16.0
Days > 35.0 ppm (Claremont) 0 0 G
Days > 20.0 pypm g C 0
Highest S-hour Stcckron 5.0 8.4 12.1 12.9

(Claremant) 0 1 1

G R R s 233 200

Days > 150 ug/md (Hazelton) 5 2 4
Annual average TSP 60.0 94.9 80.6 83.7
— Year > 60 ug/m3 Yes Yes  Yes
-~ Highest 24-hour PMio Stockton 50.0 114 196 158
Days > 150 ug/m? (Hazelton) 0 1 1
Annual average PMio 30.0 48.0 45.9 43.6
Year‘> 50 ug/md No Nc No

L aadndadedndeaiadaliadldad ol i . —— e e o - i A = o+ A e e e e e e o e e e S L e A B e e e 44 e e e

wgppm ‘= parts per million; ppb = parts per billion; ug/m3 = micrograms per cubic

However, readings iIn excess of the federal ozone the CO standards were still
~being recorded in San Joaguin County In 1887. Since one exceedance of the

tederal standards per year i1s not considered a violation, San Joaquin County

can claim to have met the Clean Air Act deadline. However, since the
.nhighest eadings exceed the federal standards by a significant margin, the

County cannot claim to have eliminated the potential for futurs standard

viclations This potential can be expected to grow as the years go on

because popalation and employment in San Joaquin County is growing faster
“than anticipsted under Plan essumptions.

L VN _ _
The # made NO recommendations OfF measures to reduce emissions of

sparticulate matter so that the federal secondary Jvandard for TSP could be
attainad. : AT :
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WINEPRESS SHOPPING CENTER FIR
ATR QUALITY
.IMPACTS

Project air quality impacts comprlse TWO ca.egeries: temporary impacts duae
to project construction and long-iterm iImpacts due to project operation.
Impacts 1In each category car. be clessed as having i regional or
~local zcalas.

Lonstruction Impachs

—Reglional and Local Scale

Constructicn activities would tempcrarily increase TSP and PMi: concentrations

.near the project site.v,Eq"'pment and vehicles generate dust during clearing,
excavatien and grading dstruction vehicle traffic 0N unpav=2d surfaces also
generates dust, as would wind blowing over expcsad earth

It is not »ossible o astimate accurately the PMio concentrations that would
occur at or adjacent tc the construction sites because such concentrations are
very sensitive to local meteorology and topograshy and to variations 1In soil
—~silt and moisture content. However, EP4 measurements taken during avartment and
shopping center constructicn In the southwestern United States provide a rough
“indication of the amount of particulate emissions. These measurements indicate
_that approximately 1.2 tons of dust are emitted per acres per month of
construction activity./3/ The EPA istinates that about; 45% or this dust is
-comprised of large particles, which settle out rapidly on neardy horizontal
.rfaces. Large diameter particulates generated by construction are, therefore,
“‘o. concern more as a soiling nuisance rather than for its unhealthful impacts.
Unless mitigated, the remaining fraction of Ptis may cause standard V|ol
in the vicinity of the construction site.

Construction equipment and worker commute vehicles would emit sxhaust at the
“"construction gites thereby contributing €O ths regional pocllutant totals

Because vehicle/equipment emissions wculd be rslsatively small :n comparison to

operational emissions, they would not be significant on the rsgional scale.
~Unless mitigated, equipment emissions nay cause spot violations cf the CO

standards in the site viecinity. Odors of construction squipment exhaust would

'probably be noticeable in the environs of the project site for the duration of
_construction.

Overaticnal Impacts

~Ruxional Scale

‘Once Lthe projecl is homvletv, emissions from vehicles associatisd with

,Mprogect operation would add to the regional totals. The traffic-related
project ROG and NOr emissions would be ¢.C31 and 0.050 tons per day,

y.respectively, as shown in Table G. ROG and NOx are chemical Trecursors to

i;uz?ne and the Planvfocused On‘ROG emissions reduction as the primary way to
reduce regional ozone levels. 'Ordinarily, an ROG emissions increment of

) 0.031 tons/day to a regional total of 81 tons/day would not czuse a
mcasurable increass in ozone. Howsver, despite the ROG emissicn control.

asures currsntly in force, ozone remains a problem in San Jeaquin Pounty
also veary 'Drobable thab obonv levels wxl’ -ncre s ano aidltlonal
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viclations Of the federal standard will occur in future years, if San
Joaquin’s higher-than-anticipated population growth continues. Although the

—.project would not directly conflict with any of the strategies contained iIn
‘the Plan, by serving a higher population base in San Joaquin County, it
would be a contributor to any future ozone problem in the County.

_ L , San Joaguin

County -
PoTLutan+ Progact/a/ 2000 /b/
Carton Monoxide 0.475 23
Reaactive Organlics 0.031 81
Mitrogen Oxides 0.050 683

T T T T T e e e e e e e e e e e A e . . s W MY AT R T s s e - -

/a/ Emissions due to vehicular sources were estimated by using the ,
California Alr Resources Board (LA&Q) URQEFTS? model. An average vehicle. = -

PO .
S.—.-—x‘a-o ed BV emmlug Frean e oo T ~~5‘¢-q~-—-ﬁ4—-—~— — - -,“.’ ~'-._ T aas ‘:“’} ‘v.'« “;‘J{J

—~and NOx were asaumed.

‘/b/ Countywide vehicular emissions were obtained from the CARB.

e e T e e e e e aa e e e Sm e e e T T TS T e s e e e e e e e e e s e i s L W TR e % R = LY Sm e e T M = Y S v dm e - e e e ——

~The project has the potential for affecting local CC levels, especially*ﬁear;;é“”

busy intersections. CO concentrations were estimated for existing traffic
"*conditions, future traffic conditions without the project, and future
,,traffic conditions with the project by separately estimating the backgrcund
and local CO components for each case. The background component was
obtained from CARB/APGD monitoring data and the local componants were
estimated by using the CALINE4 model (see Appendix A for a listing of
~modeling assumptions). The components ware then added to obtain the total

.CO concentration. Table H shows the worst-case curbside CO COﬂCGntretl0n§,73“?

at the three intersections where project traffic is expected to have the
—graatast impact.

" "Modeling shows violations ©of the eight-hour CO standard at all three
w.intersactions. It also shows little prospect for significant improvement
over ths next 12 years. Increases in traffic volumes due to the pro%ect and
.other developments weuld largely cancel out the beneficial effects O
reduced vehicular emissions and traffic flow |mprovements. However, the
Tproject increment tc total CO levels would be small iIn comparison tc the = .. .
, contribution Of cumnlative traffic. e
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TABLE # : WORST CASE CURBSIDE CARBON MONOXIDE CONCENTRATIONS AT SELECTED
INTERSECTIONS IN THE PROJECT VICINITY (IN PPM)

P e T R — e e e o S . b S e e ek s 0 e MG e e ey . M N e e e o e R e e v - —

Without - —==r-m-=-m—- hatadiaiadinda et

Averaging Existing =~ Project Unmitigated Mitigated
Intarsection Time 1488 20Q0 2000 2000
Turner/ i-hr. 18.9 15.7 18.8 i18.3
_ tower Sacramanto 8-hr. 11 11.7 11.8 10.7
Luwez Sacramento/  l-nr i8.3 17.5 18.0.. 17.2
We=u-21nv i 8=l 11,4 ma 105 9.9
Lower Sacramenlo/ i-hr 19.7 20.4 21.1 18.3
West Leodi/Sargent 8-hr 11.7 12.2 12.7 11.8
Background I-hr 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
8-hr £.3 8.3 6.3 6.3
T Siandards 1-hx 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0
— H-hr 9.0 8.0 9.0 g.0

. e - - U W M - e e W WS - v T e e b s e e e A E T e e e e v o —
- e e e e e e e B b R e i - .~ an o

- The tabulated concentrations are the sums of a background component, which
lncludes the cumulative effacts of all CO sources in the project vicinity,

and .a local component, which reflects the effects OF vehicular traffic on
roadways in the. v101n1ty of the intersection. Future background components

were obtained by reviewing CO monitoring data from the nearest CARB/APCD

~monitoring: Statlon Local components were obtained by using the CALINE4 air
quality mddel. EMFACTPC vehicular emission rates, traffic data provided by
TIKM Aasoclates, and parameters characteristic of worst-case dispersion

__meteorology in the San Joaquin Valley were used as input to the model (see
Appendix A for a summary of the input data and a discussion of the
methodology used in choosing the CC background). Standard violations are
underlined

T e e A Gh o i wm > . e A S D - - Y W . - — = e e e e e e it et e R it ]

""KITIGATION MEASURES

Dust emissions related to construction can be reduced approximately 50% by
.~.watering exposed earth surfaces during excavation, grading and censtruction
activities. All construction contracts should require watering In late
“morning and at the end of the day; the frequency of watering should increase
_if wind speeds eéxceed 15 mph. Conditions of approval should 5lso require

.daily cleanup of mud and dust carried onto street surfaces by construction
”erhlcles ““I"hroughout excavatiop, haul trucks should use tarpaulins or other

erfective covers. UpoOn completion OF construction, contractors should tabo
‘measures to reduce wind ercsion. Replanting and repaving should be 3
mcompleted as soon as possible. uUnnecessary idling of construction cﬂh*Pmbnu
should be avoided.

rgédﬁt ative growth in San Jeaquin County and Ledi should be lln-.ed ow} 
= additiona’ air quallty control measures should he adopted by the APCu to
_the County RCG ard_C ‘»m*ss’onctﬂm '
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= - [m]
Wind Speed 1 meter per second
Wind Angle CALINE4 finds worst case
.Stability Pasquill-Turner class F
Mixing Height 1000 meters
“Avaraging Time 1 hour
Surtace Roughness 108 centimeters
Tamperaturs 50 degrees F
Traffic.
fraffic volumes ana oiner 2ata taken 2vom Tz -.x2fic analyziz Sy TOLM
Associates. The speeds assigned to vehicles, as shown below, reflected the
LOS-dependent deiays experienced at intersections according tc data supplied
by the Highway Capacity Manual:
Delay Avg. Speed
LOS (sac.) (mph)
A 16 20
o Z2 20
G 2% 15
D 35 15
E 40 15
S F >40 10
Emi==ion Factors
Emission factors given below were generated by the CARB’s EMFACTPC computer
progranm, E e
1988 63 48 37
2000 39 30 24
CO Rackyround Concentratio:
Rar ause NO CO monitoring is being done_in Lodi, no data on the €O packground
in the vicinity of the project 15 readily available. Consequently, data from
the closest CARB/APCD monitoring staticns, the Mariposa, Hazelten, and

Claremont stations in Stockton, were examined. Since Lodi is a smaller city
than Stockton, tha existing CO background is probably lower than Stockton’s
The lowest of the highest CO concentrations measured in Stockton (i.e., the
1985 readings at the Hazelton station, 12.0 ppm one-hour and 6.3 ppm
“eight-hour) were used as the existing CO background for the project
vicinity. The CO background was assumed to remain at present levels over
the next 12 years. Data from Stockton’s Hazslton station was.used over data
from bLhe Claremonl station because the concentrations were. lower and,
therefore, less likely to be influenced by strong local sources
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WINEPRESS SHOPP1NG CENTER
NOISE
T SETTING

The human response tO environmental noise is subjective and variss
considerably trom individual to individual. The effscts of ncise car range
from interference with sleep, concentration, and communication, to the
causation of physiological and psychological stress, and, at the highest
intensity levels, te hearing loss- Excessive noisa can also adversely affect
farm animals and wildlife. Listed below are several examples of the noise
levels associated with commen situations, given in A-weighted decibels
(abbreviated dBA; an explaration of the decibel scale and other essential
aspects of acoustics can be found in Appendix A):

Jet takeoff at 200 feet 125 4BA
Discoihegue 118 dBA
Motorcycle at 20 feet 110 d4BA
Freight train at 50 feet 85 dBA
Freeway traZfiic at 50 Teet 80 dBA
Vacuum Cleaner 70 4BA
Average Office 50 4BaA
Recording Studio 20 dBA

Leaves rustling dBA

Environmental noise fliuctuates iIn intensity over time and several descriptors
of time-~averaged noise levels are in use. The two most common are I4n and

. CNEL. Lan, tne day-night average noise level, is tne 24-hour average of the
noise intensity, With a 10 dBA “"penalty" added during night hcurs (10:00 AM to
7:00 AM) to account for the greater sensitivity to noise durirng this period.
JNEL, the community equivalent noise level; is similar to Lin, but adds an
additional § dBA penalty to evening noise (7:00 PM to 10:00 PM).

In order to limit population exposure to physically and/or psychologically
damaging noise levels, the state of California, the various County
governments, arnd most municipalities INn the State have established standards
and ordinances to control noise.

The California Department ¢f Health Services' (DHS) Office of Noiss Control
has studied the correlaticn of noise levels and their effects on human
activity associated with different land uses. San Joaquin County and the City
" of Lodi have adopted a& sat of land use compatibility guidelines based on DHS
findings; these guidelines are presented iIn Table A. The Table shows the
noise levels (in this case, Laan) below which certain land uses would be
—compatiblewith the extericr noise environment with no special noise abatement
requirements (i.e., for residential and commercial uses, Lin’s of 80 d4BA and
70 4BA, respectively). It also shows the noise levels above which the land
use would be considered unacceptable due to the difficulty of providing the
needed noise abatemsnt {(i.e., for residential and commercial uses, idn’s of 75
dBA and 85 dBA, respectively). Finally, the Table indicates that there is
often a large range of exterior noise levels witk which a land use could be
* macde compatible if the necessary noise abatement features are included in the
de=ign {(i.=., Tor residential and commercial uses, noise rang:ng from 60 d&BA
to 75 dBA and from 70 dBA to 85 dBA; respectively, could be accommodated by

a




including adequale abatement features).
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TABLE A: LAND USE COMPATIBILITY FOR COMMUNITY NQISE

ENVTIRONMENTS
Community Noise EXposure
[4n or CNEL (4BA)
Land Use Category 50 55 80 65 70 75 80
Residential - Single Family, a a/b b b c d d
" Duplex, and Mcbile Homes
Eesidential ~ Multi-Family a a a/t b c d d-
Transient Lodging a a a/t b C C d

_Schools, Libraries, Churches a a a/t a/b : Cmi”fwﬁcfﬂy; *dﬁ
flospitals, Nursing Homes SR

Auditoriums, Concert b b b b/d d A A
~ Halls, Amphitheaters

 BSports Arena, QOutdoor b b b b b/d d d
Spootator Sports
Playgrounds, a a a a asc d - 4.
Neighborhood Parks P
_Golf Courses, Riding a a a a a/c c d
Stables, Water Recreastion,
Cemeteries
“Office Buildings, a a a a b b/c C
Business Commercial, . ,
Professional
Industrial, Manufacturing, a a a a a/b b/c C

‘Utilities, Agriculture

e e e e e e e e e e e S o e T R N M S o e ek e e e . e b . - A G w— e S M N Y WA i e Ad e b W W W P v e e e = g = e ——

a. Normally Accaptahle - land use is satisfactory, buildings need no
special noise Insulation.
- b. Conditionally Acggg@gﬁlg - New construction should he undertaken
only aftsr acocustic analysus and installation of noise insulation.
Conventional construction but with closed windows and fresh air

e supply systems or air conditioning Will normally suffice.
1 Inacceptable - new construction should be discouraged. |If

censtruction does proceed, acoustic analysis to determine the
insulation needed iz required.
d. Clearly Unacgeptable - new construction should not be undertaken.

. 'SOURCE: Office of Noise Control, California Department of Health Serv1gcs
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TMFACTS

Construction Noiss

- Construction activities would temporarily generate high noise levels on and
around the site over the entire period of project constructicn. Table B shows
outdoor noise levels likely to be experienced during construction phases.

Since noise #rcm localized sources typically falls off by about 5§ dBA with
each doubling of distance from source to receptor, receptors lscated within
about 1400 feet of ccnstruction would experience noise greater than 60 dBA
during the noisiest phases of construction, disturbing communication and
tranquility. Noise abatement provided by walls, windows, and doors of nearby
buildings would reduce indoor noise levels by 2G tc 50 d4BA (depending on such
factors a5 the material composition of the wall, wall/window area ratio, etc.
The average hone attenuates noise by about 20 d4BA), but construction noise may
disturb the concentration, communication, and rapose OF pecple Inside nearby
buildings.

TABLE B: TYPICAL CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS AT 50 FEET (dB4a) /a/

Commercial/Industrizl

Construction Average Housing ConstruUction
Construction Phase Noise Level Average Noise Level
3roundclearing 84 84
Excavation 89 88
Foundations 78 81
Ereclion a3 82
Finishing 89 88

* —_—

/a/ Taken from Hoise from Construction Equipment and Operations. Building
Eguioment, and Home AEPlléQQQé: prepared by Bolt, Beranek, and Newman for tha
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, December 31, 1971, p. 20

Opsraticnal )

After build-out of the project site, noise levels on and arocurnd the project
site woulAd continue to be dominated by vehicular traffic. Table ¢ shows how

- the Lan along roadways berdering the site would change as traific volumes
increase and land uses change in coming years. Future noise contours would be

$signuiticantYy farther from the curbside than they are at present because more

- traffic, both project-related and cumulative development-related, will be
using the local streets. The future noise levels over most of the site for
all future development scenarios would be normally acceptable for a commercial
use such as a shopping center. However, any of the project s:iructures located
within the 70 dBA contours may need added insulation to protect internal
receptors from excess noise exposure. Any new residential uses contemplated
for the project vicinity and located within the 60 dBA contcurs may need added
insulation to protect internal receptors from excess noise exzosure.

i
4
i

!
i
-
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TABLE : DISTANCES TO Ldn “OLSE CONTOURS ALONG MAJOR ROADWAYS NEAR THE
PROJECT SITE (FEET FROM CENTEQLINE)

B e el e e

st;ng Laa Future Lda
0 Lan=7 Lan =860 Lda=70
"Turner Road 79 8 200 20
(West of Woodhaven)
~ Wondhaven Lans BS 8 154 15
(North of Turner)
. Lower Sacramentoc Rd. 148 15 220 22
{(Merlh of Turnar)
Lower Sacraments Rd. 128 13 248 25
{Bouth of Turnar)

o mwh e e e ek 8 . e b g Wt - T b e e . T M e wen S WB M e e Mt e S o e s AP MR A . e e S AP WE e v v e e & Jm S e = e - s ek - o o= = A

- Estimates based on FHWA Highwav Traffic Noise Predjction Model. U.S.

The ncise contours shown in Table C were calculzxted without nccount being

Departiment of Transvortaticn, December 1878.

v o " e oy o s 5 R e s s e . A S TS A% RS W W M M N W e v = mm e o we A W TS S e b M B M e e wr nm e = m— h A 6 e e e e e s AR A PR e e e e

taken of acoustic attenuation afforded by man-made structures or terrain RS
features. in actuality, the row of structures closest to the roadway would .

provide some shielding of more distant receptors from traffic noise and move -
the contours close» to the roadside +*han indicated. ‘

MITIGATION

Construction activities should be limited to dayliight hours during weekdays S
and construction eqU|pment should be muffled or controlled ti; the degree shown; -
in Tabla D. G

The project architect should consider whether structures located within the 70
dBA contours, as given in Table C, need added insulation to protect internal

. receptors from excess noise exposure. If it is needed, then the installation

of such insulation should be made a condition of project approval.

Future residential uses contemplated for the project vicinity and located
within the 60 dBA contours, as given in Table ¢, may need added insulation +g
protect internal receptors from excess noise exposure. The City of Lodi
should consider this before approving such uses and require developers to

- provide adequate acoustic insulation for residential units.
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TABTL D: TYPICAL CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT NQISE (dBA)/a/
Noisxe uev=1 at B0 Feet
Without ‘ ¥With Feasible
Equipment Type Neise Control Noise Control/b/ -
Earthmoving:
Front Lnaders 78 75
Backhoesz 85 ' 75
Dozers 80 ' 75
Tractors 80 - 75 . .
Scrapers 88 o o : 80 o L
Graders 85 - 15 ' S
‘ Pavers ' 80
Materials Bandling:
Concorets Mixers 85 78 @
Concrete Pumps 82 78 |
Cranas 73
 Dexrricks 75

Stationary:
Pumps
Generators

Compreassors

Impact: - Dt - ,
Pile Drivers 0y 95

Jack lanmers 88 75
Rock Dralls 98 80
Pneumatic Tools 88 80
Cther: , _
' Saws 78 75 :
Yibrators 76 75

/a/ - Taken from Noise-from Construction Equipment and Operations. Building
Fguipment, and Home Appliances, prepared by Bolt, Beranek, and Newman for
the C.S. Environmental Protection Agency, December 31, 1971.

/b/ Estimated levels obtainable by selecting quieter procedures or

machines -and implementing noise control features requiring no major )
redesign Or axtreme cost SR !




Appendix A - Acoustlc Fundamentals

_Sound is a mechanical form of radiant energy which is transmitted by pressure
waves in the air. It is characterized by twoe parameters: amplitude and

frequency

Amplitude iz the difference between ambient air pressure and the peak pressurs
of the sound wave. Amplitude is measured in decibeis {(dB) on a logarithmic
rather thar a linear scale. As a consequence, the pressure difference in a 10
dBR scund is 10 times that of a 0 4B sound, a 20 dB sound is 100 times the
pressure. diZference, a 30 dB sound_1000 times, and SO ON. Another feature of
the decibel scale is the way in which sound amplitudes from multiple sources
add. A B85 dB peint scurce of sound, say a truck, when joined by another
similar source results in a sound amplitude of 68 4B, not 130 dB (i.e.

decubling the source strength increases the sound pressure by 2 dB). ﬁmplltuda
is interpreted by the ear as corresponding to different degrees of Ioudne§§
Laboratory measurements correlate a 19 dB increase in amplltude with a -
percelved dounling of loudness and establish 2 dB change in amplitude as the
minimum audisle difference FOr the averags paraon.

atd =

Frequency is the number of fluctuations of the pressure wave g=r second. The
unit OF freguency is the Hertz (abbreviated Hz; cne Hz equals on4 cycle per
second). The human ear is not equally sensitive to scund of different

-

Trequanciss. SOoL ~2?2Wwavas Zalzu 13 zz or aossw= 25,000 Ez cannet ba heard at

all and the ear is more sensitive to sound in the higher portion of this range
than @n the lower. Tn aporoximgte this sensit vgty enVIrOQmenf I sound
usikally measured in A-walghiad Qacibelsz (4215, this scal e normal

range cf human hearing extends frcm about 0 dBA to about 140 dBA.
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Ms. Kale Burdick

EIP Associatas

13111 Street, Suite 200
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Kate;

TIKM is pleased to submit this revised traffic impact analysis for the proposed
Winepress Shopping Center in the City of Lodi, This report includes our findings and
recommendations pertainingto this development.

We appreciate the opportunity of warking with you on this project, and hope this study
adequately meetsyour needs. If you have any questions, or need additional infomiation,
please do not hesitata to call.

Sincerely,

Angie Raygani
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9501 Fair Oake Boulevard, Sute 300, Fair Oaka, Castornc 88628 » (916} ‘
FAX (2181 951 Goas 3 85628 (91,6)?-6‘-“36
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TIKM TransporB¥ion Consultants
9801 Falr Oaks Boulevard, Suite 300

Fair Oaks, California 95628

- -October 27,1988
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INTRODUCTION

The purpose Of this study was to analyze the tralfic impacts Of the proposed
Winepress Shopping Center in the City of Lodi. The project site is located in the
southwest corner of the intersection of Turner Road 'and Lower Sacramento
Road/Woodhaven Lane, and is plannec to consist of 111,480 square feet of
commercial uses. The projectsite is currently designated for office uses.

In completing this study, a p.m. peak hour analysis was performed for the
intersections of Turner Road and north Lowor Sacramonto Road. Turner Road and
Lower Sacramsanto Road/Woodhaven Lane, Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane,
Lower Sacramento Road'and West Eim Street, and Lower Sacramento Read anc
West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Lane.

The analysis d the proposed project. performed in this study, included tnp
generation, distribution, and assignment of the traffic from the project, and
determination of levels of service for existing, existing gs project, and cumulative
plus project conditions. Appropriate mitigation measures were then recommended.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Existing Roadwav NOtwork

Figure 1is a vicinity map showing the location d the proposed project. Access to the
project site K planned to be provided via Turner Road and Lower Sacrmanto Road.
The critical intersections analyzed in this report were determined from discussicns
with the City of Lodi statf. These intersections are listed below:

--Turner Road and north Lower Sacramento Road

--Turner Read ard Lawaer Sacramento Read /Weedhaven Lare
~Woocchaven Lane and €iers Lane

--Lower Sacramento Road and West EIm Street

--Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road

Lower Sacramento Road is a two-lane roadway connecting Lodi to the City of
Stockton to the south and to the City of Galt to the north. Turner Road, EIm Street,
and Lodi Avenue are major aast/west collectors going through the City of Lodi.

In the vicinity of the project site, Turner Faad has four lanes. The intersection of
Turner Road and north Lower Sacrainento Road is signalized.

Woodhaven Lane is a two-lane street that extends north from Turner Road to about
one hundrod feet north O Eilers Lane where it dead ends. A bridge IS planned to be
constructed over the Woodbridge Irrigation Canal in the near future which will
connect Woodhaven Lane with Chestnut Street in Woodbridge. The intersection of
Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane was assumed to be controlled by a STOP sign on
Eilers Lane after tho construction of this bridge.

West Eim Street Is a two-lane roadway which is wide enough to accommodate four

-, /lanes.  This -road is’ controlléd by “~'a STOP-sign at its intersection with Lower

‘Sacramenito Road.:

' meets the traffic signal warrants at ths present time and is number five on the list of
* the Intersections waiting to be signalized in Lod,

.. The intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Eln Street
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Tho intersection of Lower Sacramenlo Road and West Lodi Avenue/ Sargent Road
also maets the & signal warrants and it is number two on tho priority list of the
intersectionsto bo signalized. This intersection B currently controlled by STOP-signs
on all four approaches.

Existing Tratflc Condltions

P.M. peak hour turning movement counts were conducted by TJKA in July 1987 at
the intersections of Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road/\Woachaven Lane.
Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm Street. and Lower Sacramento Road and
West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road. To update these counts, apprcpriate growth rates
were applied. The turning movement counts for the remaining intersections were
obtained from the City of Lodi.

To analyze the signalized and four-way STOP-sign-controlled intersections, the
critical movement summation method of capacity analysis was used. This method
invalves consideration of ‘critical* (or high volume) conflicting movements and is
based 0N information from a number of sources including Highway Capacity Manual.
Special Report 209, Transportation Research Board. 1985,

The volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio is an indication of the level d service (LOS)at
which an intersection is operating. The level of service classification system is a scaie
which ranks street, highway, and intersection operations based on the amount o
trafficand traffic operations. A compiete doscription of the system 1S included in the
Highway Capacity Manual (Special Report 209) Highway Research Board, 19885.
Briefly, the level of service ranking system is a scale with a range of A through F.
Level A represents free flow conditions and level F represents jammed or capacity
conditions. The relationshipof V/C ratio to level of service is given in Table I.



TABLE!

LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR URBAN AND SUBURBAN ARTERIAL STREETS

LEVEL
OF
SERVICE

References:

VOLUME
TO
DESCRIPTION CAPACITY
BATIO*

Free flow. Very slight or nodelay. If signalized. conditions are suchthat 0060 60
no approach phaseis fully utilized by tratfic and novehicie wads longer

than one red indication  Tuming movomenls are easily made, and nearly

all drivers find freedomof operation.

Stable flow. Siight defay. If signallzed, an occaslonal approach phass 0.61-0 70
Is tully utiized  Veblcio platoons are formed  Many drivors begln Diuvet

somawhat restrictedwithin groups of vehicles This level is suitable

operatlon lor rural design purposes

Stable Row. Acceptable delay. Ifsignallzeda few drivers arving at 071080
the end of a queue may occasionally have to wait through one signal cycie.
Back-ups may develop behindturning vehicles. Most drivers fesl SOMe-

what restricted.

Approaching unstable low. Tolerable delay. Delays may be substantial  0.81-0 90
during short pericds, but excessive back-ups do not occur. Maneuver-

abilityis severely limited during short periods due lo temporary back.

ups

Unstable low. Intolierable delay. Defay may be great, up to several 091-100
signal cycles. There are typically long queues of vehicles wailing
upstream of the intersection

Forcod flaw. Excessive delay. intersection operates below capacity. Varles®
Jammed conditions. Back-ups from other locatlons restrict OF pravent

movement. Volumes may vary widely. dopendIig principaily on the

downsiream baek-up eenditions: -

; nghway Capacily Manbiﬂ, Special Report No. 209, Tmnsponallon\_hésearch Board,

1985, -5 =

) Highway Capacity Maknbé!.kSpek:la! Repont Né. 87, Highway Rosoarch Bon(d1965
- TIKM. LT oL o : :

In Aonsral unlima-tasanaciig A0 efine rannat ha areatar than 100 1inlack tha lana

capacity assumptions are loo low. Also, it uture demand projections are considered for
analytical purposes. a ratio greater than 100 might be obtained. indicating that the projected
demand would exceed the capacity.

The intersections of Lower Sacramenlo Road and West EIm Street and Woodhaven
Lane and Eilers Lane were analyzed using the unsignalized method o capacity
analysis.  Thig anclyals ullizes a computsr program writen by the Insutute of
Transpontation Studies at tho University of California, Bernoley, and is in accordance
with the 1905 Highway Capacity Manual.

Table !l shows the existing pm. peak hour traffic conditions at tho study
intersections. Also, shown on this table are the projected levels of serace at these

intersections after the construction of the Cheslnut bridge over the Woodbridge
Irrigation Canal. It was projected that approximately 400 cars would use this bridge
to travel to and from Woodbridge during the p.m. peak hour.
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TABLEH
EXISTING TRAFFIC CONDITIONS P.M. 9EAK HQOUR

(2}
Zz
Q
=
Q
3
Q
)
z
=3
@
x
ji73

W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE

EXISTING CONDITIONS

v/C

3

LoS

0.63

0.44

D*

INTERSECTION

Turner & Lower Sacramento

Turnar & Lower Sacramento/

Woodhaven

Woodhaven & Eiters

Lower Sacramento &

Wast Eim

Lower Sacramento &

0.81

0.8t

West Lodl/Sargent

* Unsignalized method of capacity anatysis.

FUTURE CONDITIONS

Tq determine the impacts of the proposed Winepress Shopping Center, a trip
generation analysis was performed for this project. The trips generated by this
development were then distributed and assigned onto the surrounding streets.

Teip Generation

Tha trip generaton rates for this study were obtained from the Institute of
Transportation Engineers(ITE}, Trip Generatiop, Fcurth Edition, 1987

According to Trip Generation, approximately 40 percent of the trips generated by a
shopping center of this size involve vehicles passing by on their way to another
destination. These "pass-by" trips come directly from the traffic stream passing the
development on the adjacent street system. The amount of "pass-by" trips estimated
to enter and exit a shopping center does not affect tho driveway volumes but does
affect the amount of traffic added to the adjacent street system.

Table il shows the number of new and 'pass-by" trips generated by the proposed
Winepress Shopping Center, Also shown on this table B the number of trips
generated by the existing designation for the project site. It can be seen from this
table that, when compared to the existing designation, the proposed project would
generate 3,324 additional new trips per day, with 186 additional new trips during the
p.m. peak hour.
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PEAK HOUR

.M.

PEAK HOUR

P
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IOTAL

JOTA

DAl¥—

LAND USE

osed Protect;

s

718 59 49 51 7.971 658 322 336
TE/KSF

TE/KSF

111,480 SF

Shopping Center

193

8

P>

263
395

2188
4.783

Reducttonfor passby trips (40%)
Total new trips

Existing Deslgnation;

-
~
-

19 16 84 1,459 207

E/KSF

134
£/KS

108,900 S.F.

Office {8.615 Acres

F T

at 26 percent coverage)

Notes:

TE«Trip Ends

SF =Square Feet

1000 Square Fee:

KSF=

Trip Distribution

A trip distribution pattern based on liksly origins and destinations for trips both
leaving and entering the site was developed for the proposed project, - Table iV
shows this distribution pattern. Based on the percentages shown on this table, the
traffic generated by the project was distributed and assigned onto the street system.

TABLE IV
TRIP DISTRIBUTION PATTERN

NORTH SQUTH EAST WEST
20 35 30 15

Cumulative Conditions

The projected future traffic volume used for this study were obtained from the City of
Lodi Transportation Model developed by TJKM. This model was prepared by
generating future daily traffic volumes for the City of Lodi study area using the urban
transportation package for microcomputers (MINUTP).  The future land uses
assurned in the city-wide traffic study were the build-out of area within the existing
City limits and estimates of possible develoment in the General Plan boundaries
around the city.

The proposad Winepress Shopping Center was also included in the City of Lodi
Transportation Model, Therefore, the volumes obtained from this model were used
to analyze the cumulative plus project traffic conditions.

The p.m. peak hour turning movement volumes were estimated to be 10 percent ot
the daily traffic volumes.

" In addition, since the Chestnut bridge is planned to be constr-ct d inthe & ar futur
. the cumulative analysis was performed with this bridge.




TRAFFIC IMPACTANALYSIS

Towwmqmﬁmmdidmmmqm%dwmmus&wm%ngmﬂddmpmk
hour analvsis was narfarmed for the intersections of Turner Road and north Lower
Sacramento Road, Turner Road and Cower Sacramonto Road/Woodhaven Lane,
Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane, Lower Sacramento Road and West Eim Street,
and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenus/Sargent Road. This aralysis
included determination of levels of service for existing, existing plus project and
cumulative plus project conditions.

Results of the intersection capacity analysis for this study are shown on Tablev. The
exisuing and cumulative traffic volumes are shown on Figure 2 The turning
movementvolumes at tha study intersections are shown cn Figures3 and 4.

It can be seen from 'fable V that the intersections of Lower Sacramento Road with
West EIm Street, and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenus/Sargent Road
are operating at unacceptable Levelof Service D under the existing conditions with or
witheut the proposed project. 1t can also be Seen froin this table that the proposed
projectwould not nave a significantimpact 0n the study intersections.

Under the cumulative plus project conditions the intersections of Turner Road and
north Lower Sacramento Road, and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi
Avenue/Sargent Road, and Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane would be operating at
Level of Service D. The mitigation measures recommended for these intersections
are presented in the 'Mitigation Measures' section of this study.

It should be noted that according lo the Specific Plan for the City of Lodi, Lower
Sacramento Road B plannedto be a divided roadway with raised median in front of
the project site. The specific plan would need to be revised to allow for median
openings for the project access points.

Inadditian, as part of the Specific Plan, fronlago roads are proposed on Ihe aast and

west sides of Lewer Sacramento Road. It is recommended that the east frontage
roadendata  ie-sac priorto reaching the project site.
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Traffic Sianat Warrants

To evaluate the need for a traffic signal at e intersections of Turner Roadand Lower

§ ] Sacramonto Road/Weoodhaven Lane and Woodhaven Lane acid Eilers Lane a signal
5 Ol o : [»d . . .

e % ;l § px § s warrant analysis was performed. Tha results of this analysis is shown on Table V1.

o

*

W g As can be seen from Table VI, the intersection of Turner Road and Lower
’:2 &4 ot Sacramento Road/Woodhaven Lane would meet the traffic signal warrant critenas
-4 &« . : . ) . ..

29 g e © o o a under the cumulative plus project conditions.

5z

Q

TR | : TABLE Vi
SIGNAL WARRANT ANALYSIS

[ - W ~
2 [T ] 3 3 o
2 18¢g g e @ ° EXISTING EXISTING CUMULATIVE ¢
x 2% CONDITIONS PROJECT PROJECT
5 ley W/CHESTNUT W/CHESTNUT  W/CHESTNUT
. & jrz ] BRIDGE BRIDGE BRIDGE
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MITIGATION MEASURES

Exlsting Conditions

ThO inlersections of Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm Strest, and Lower
Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenus/Sargent Road are preseotly operating at

unacceptable levels of service. These intersections meet the traffic signal warrant
critersias and are 0N the City’s priority list to be signalized. Conditions at these

intersecuonswill improve to acceptable levels when they are signalized.

There are no mitigation measures recernmended due |o the proposed project.

Cumulative Plus Project Conditions

me following mitigation measures would be required to Mitigate traffic conditions
occurring atter the build-out of the study area, and are in addition 10 the
improvements needed under existing conditions.

—Signalize the intersection of Turner Road and - Lower Sacramento
Road/Woodhaven Lane. :

—W:den the westbound approach of the intersection of Turner Road and north :

Lower Sac:amento Road to accommodate a separate right-turn lane two
v through lanes, and aieft-tum lane.

~Widen the intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi
Avenue/Sargent Road to accommedate a left-rum lane, a through lane, and
through/right-turn tane on the northboundand southboundapproaches.

—-Add a right-turn lane to the northbound approach of the intersection of
Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane.

--Widen Lower Sacramento Road between Turner Road and Ketileman Lane
to lour lanes.

13

--Improve the intersectionaf Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm Street to
accornrnodato a througn lane and a shared through/right t..n lane on the
northbound approach, and a left-turn lane and two through lanss on the
southbcund approach.

Table vt shows the mitigated capacity analysis for this study.
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Responses and Comments

The following section includes the comments received on the Winepress
Expanded Initial Study during the 30-day pbulic review period. Directly
following each comment is the EIP response to that comment.
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TATE OF CALFORNIA—3USINESS, TRANSPCRTATICN AND HOUSING AGENCY GECRGE DEUKMENAN, Goven

BEPARTNVENT OF TRANGPORTATIEN
LO. 30X 2048 (1976 £. CHARTER WAY)
TOCXTON, CA 935200

™00 (209 9445) 948-7936

November 16,1288 10-SJd-Lodi
Winepress Shopping Center
Expanded Initial Study
SCH #88103101

Mr. Jehn Keene

State Clearinghouse

1400 Tenth Street, Room 121
Sacramenta, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Keene:

Caltrans has reviewed the Expanded Initial Study forthe proposed
Winepress Shopping Center located at the southwest corner of Tumer Road
and Sacramemto’ gz rin | odi. Due 10 the size and location of the proposed
project, it does not appear that this project will have a significant impact
on the State Highway System. However, the Draft EIR should provide a
thorough traffic anaiysis of the locat circulation system.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have
any questions regarding this report you may contact me at the above noted
number.

Very truly yours,

KENNETH W.BAXTER
ATSD Coordinator

cc: P Verdeorn/SJCCOG
bee: D Cowell
A Jchnson/w attachment
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Response to Comments

Department of Transportation

Comment Response

3 Comment noted, no response required.
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lodi unified sehoeol district

FACILITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
300 West:Lodi Avenue,:Siiite’S; Lodi; California 95242 »
Mailing Address: 315 West Lockeford Street, Lodi, Califernia 95240

[P

November 17, 1588

David Morimoto
Associate.Pianner
City of Lodi

221 West Pine Street
Lodi, CA 95241

Re: Expanded Initial Study for Winepress Shop:ing Center
Dear David,

Thank-you for requesting any comments Lodi Unified School
District may have relative to subject.

We have no comments at this point in time.

Mary Joan Starr
Facijlity Planner

MJS:cw

Lodi (209) 331-7217 Stockton {(209) 953-8217




Response to Comments

Lodi Unified Scheol T iserict

Comment Response
1 Comment noted, no response required.
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Response to Comments

City of Lodi Utility Department

Comment Response

1 Comment noted, no response required. —
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RECEIVED

MEKORANDUM, City of Lodi , Public Works Department EIP-o

TO: Community Development Director i !
FROM Public Works Director { SRS %
DATE:  November 28, 1988 ‘} s %
SUBJECT: Winepress Expanded Initial Study : = ’

W have reviewed the Winepress Shopping Center Expanded Initial Study and
have a few comments:

1. Typographical and miscellaneous errors are noted in the attached copy
of the study.

N3
.

Pages 5 - 15, top paragraph - We assume it is recommended that the
planned west Frontage Road be terminated south of the project site.

While it was not explicitly stated, the project should construct all
the improvements along its frontage. This should include Lower
Sacramento Road as a condition of the project approval.

4. The traffic analysis did not include the driveways. W¥ recommend that
the project include sufficient street width to provide left turri lanes

and transitions. "No Parking" may be provided on-street to provide
additiocal width if approved by the City Council.

5. The on-site plan should be revised to eliminate the drive-through

openiw to the Turner Road driveway.
i /1

Public Works Director

JLR/RCP/ jmr

o MCDDO4/TXTW.01d
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Response to Comments

City of Lodi Public Works Department

Response

Typogrnphical and micsellaneous errors have been corrected
within the text of this report.

Typo?raphical error has been corrected within the text of this
report.

Comment represents opinion of the Public Works Department.
The Planning Commission and City Council should consider
this comment during their deliberations.

Comment represents opinion of the Public Works Department.
The Planning Commission and City Council should consider
this comment during their deliberations.

Comment represents opinion of the Public Works Department.
The Planning Commission and City Council should consider

this comment during their deliberations.



w

COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUIN

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
P O BOX 1810 — 1810 E. HAZELTON AVENUE
STOCKTON. CALIFORNIA 25201

(2091 488-300C

i
¢

HENRY M. HiRATA

ODIRECTOR

| ¥ IS ™ -
‘."Lv- Jda
b3 — =
ASSDT LA
City <of
221 W,
3 il ey 4T
Ledi, C -2310
T . —ty ~ '
SUBJSECT: )~ ZUPANDET INITI
Cear Mr. Mar.meozo:
m -
e I
conte

EUGENE DELUCCHI
CHIEF DEPUTY GIRECTOR

THOMAS R. FLINN
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

e
MANUEL LOPEZ
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

RICHARD C. PAYNE
oLPUTY BIRECTOR

ely impac= the

sheculd analyze
celeration i '
icn to. control
+he impacts
idth of Turner
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a3=ac2. 12 you
1 =me
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Response to Comments

County of San Joaquin Department of Public Works

Comment Response
1 Comment represents ognion of the Department of Public
Works. The Planning Commission and City Council should

corisider this comment during their deliberations.

2

Comment represents opinion of the Department of Public
Woerks. The Planning Commission and City Council should
consider this comment during their deliberations.

88158




W E-16 TG T

/ % A1)
7— % o bb Qlesty et ald

R T T e
\ _mm EEW TS
ESTPOTRtng

= g " AE 77 e oo onm koow
- [t ST  pems s
k! t.-:..;__{ 2 /] IOEY O AR lam
[ 5 SEL A o
O pomanw &7 56 ) g / 7 IRYIHE KTIARN SIVLS

7"7< < oo e
o Y, X7 §mt onzag
30Eh 2e3UAT SuLdEous {¥1dIbaan]. m’o
[0 F13IIEs 1 onpDvL 0% 133040¢ 10 1oseus0s 1ees 0INEY D9E* a, et Vg e L‘m
JO UBLINIIAUeT RO LIr B} buuaisy put Aubwpusey ua\g )nwr{
-
&

\
buius? #31556 1PUOITER 0y LEEEN {RUNIIATLIGE Squtory

. rt

S tem "} vyme ""““‘“"‘p “n

——— g™ 0 Lt e o v . T gy
WIS MNEPWOTT N TN DA v ~otans AT Sy gy
s SO g L Tl e L aralyl P
Uz eart™T g S BT gy ’ (LS a3 %|mlmmw"" L]
T w D DT 1 seorrer btwva Ao ot DS T

e Ih AT e g ewr g 5 hOTE ™ a0 ) o, BRSOV pp
Bave emc ™ oy Do rear g shwnyv ooy AR DM T g

Layedy ww"

Lot It S 1 PO ML WYRT TR 1Y
sOian TR TR 1t

|9-! YEDONEE
SBATT won eTT om 1 e

——— ~eneT n DY FAETRL e g PeALST oy

L e TITU -+ camndid 13 URTL W v T MR @RS
ey et e Ve e g

R B TV LTRSS B ey ‘e o Lr— 0

rork ot vpre)
e ity e g [ e ] =y Vorrrs e
et T URA L o e e f—

ey R e w

- R TN o Ayt g i~ x

e et S ey ot AN S
TTESEGR eel e TET e R e
SBETETI (K e g (e g v g
e — s toemer-bo
ey W R TR (R ey s ety
L 3 Wit LT ANES s LW L N 1 T W P ‘1
e . srers e

v i v e v e TTE e p o oy

- st N e

T v g AAVOE TN RS GIREI R IAL T e

- v ‘- ety o T 1, e

o Vg e RTRGVOT Wi TMawse v Ty Teremi

TIRTRITOIICT e BRATINIT T w CIRN T e

TR T e CVHI G TR ey e

TUTTTITERITITTTITTRYTT tva iy ety T T e e T NI Y T P T AT ety e

TETea T e et

HOS LWL LOACTEY JARMEWLARY Y ALLFIAD £ TN

FIRRSRLA e ATI O e ries T Mve el Tres S0r% Cewnferiey slan v feeh

107160 1ERS !

rinn D
-

o e )

/

: + 580028 MRTAGBI TEJUEUUCIIAUG &y Duipaebsz
BBy NOA T CI90~5FE/916 3% 2UDSY UUO) IDEIUCD estetd  *30¢ AITTEAD 1T

3 U
PIUICITIIR) 84 ©3 3uEnsand 'SJUBNADOL [EIVAWUOITAUS IJEIP JICI SIUMWEIIRD
“a16ha3 asncqbu;:mm 2IEIS A L3I TM PRTIWOD saRy NOA R S0DPATMOUNDY 223297 EILL

fHIUBTUBAUSD AsBITaTs anoA ae Jousbe Lurnusumso
'3 3IOEJUOCD, NOA JBYY PUSLLCDET JM ‘UOTIAEDIZTIALTD 20 UOTIPIIOJUY &IOL PadU NUA
31 -uoraereroag oniaebey Inol ﬁu;"cope Ul OSN ano/ 30] PopIerac) 3V SILAUNLD 2sayl

TUOTATIUBWNIOD DY yoikis
1AM SILAMSD 218Uy AaxIdns C3 UOTANAS STUY AG pRatnboa osTe elxe saiousdt Duliusuwc)

W Aouebe ey Ag pancadde 1o ano pejaars
8G 03 PeaTNboa &3e UDdTyUm 30 ADUsDE SUl 30 @STAINEND JO PEIC UP UTYRIA
sae yotur a2ef{cad e Ul DIATOAULY 6813141300 dsoyr Suypaebar sauoumor
GriURASqNS ewew Atuc Tieys Acusbe 211and aoyao ac Jouede epgisuodses e,

3
S§631nbol apOD §8IIN0SYY 0110QRd FIUACITIED 843 JO POTID UDTISES Wyl 230U o6t

PATIdwsad puedssl Anw oM ABYY OF JXuMU 2ShOubUIIER]D e2els
31brp-aubie 5,300l0ad aya c3 aezax oy *equ.a.xau ¢ Apsretpauny asnoq"\uuver 82ET AU

Aj130U @sseld ‘10p30 UY J0U £F a.m\ogd JUMROD MY F1 T 8Ia[dwod St DLAICD
aNOA 2eYyy eInsue o3 \:oxu‘e»xtluCJ 3O EDII0N DY MBTADI @BEB(g r.o:urmm:' onEY TN
sarousle oyl peNoayd soy esnouylulaeat) 841 JELI SIOU T1IM NOA WICE USILE 10
621301 PRSOTBUR ay) W 'pe"o\.)ue (a3t)81 (sa1)Aiousbe Sulpuocdsss oz w 2LNCD
21 pur PASOTD mOu 1 potaad maed PUI 'mE1481 207 ssIOUsbE BaERS SEOE o
ueilEaT seC eatyeley peendcad OGS PEIATHNS Sy osnoyduiats UL

TAPROAGDS AN IFX)

1010188 #40S
43Ry burdaoys sssadauly

i A e s S

0i61-15256  vd ined

©3BAG duLg 28Dy i

103G Ue)d /‘ztunumo'\-t')m PIORAN]
JADAOIYIG SAURD

a6l 1 JoOuR sag

o

Eiatiatd SENTE IS TVF T3S SRR Lol o } 14

FURRE YL LINIWYEDYS
PR el

ROYYIASTY QMY ONBINIYYE 40D 301440

BONEIADD INi 4D IS v AT e 1O YIS



Comment

1
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Response to Comments

Office of Planning and Research

This letter serves as a cover letter for other State agency
comments and does not require a response.

g



